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ABSTRACT 


Day Parole, also known as temporary absence or work 
release, is a correctional strategy whereby selected inmates 
are released daily from. penal institutions to go to work or 
attend educational facilities in the free community. | The 
prisoners usually return to the institution at the end of 
the day. This type of program represents an effort to 
operationalize the concept of Community Corrections by dealing 
with as many offenders as possible in the free community 
rather than in a prison. 

This Study examines one such program in operation at 
Edmonton, Alberta firom 1969 ,.to,1974. After presenting the 
historical and legislative background from which this Day 
Parole Program developed, an extensive review of the literature 
is provided. Particular attention is paid to Day Parole/ 
Temporary Absence in the Canadian Provinces. It was found 
that very little information is readily available, about .Day 
Parole in Canada. 

This Study examined Alberta's first Day Parole Program 
as it operated from the Belmont Rehabilitation Center at 
Edmonton. The selection process _ is described and analyzed. 
It was found that the officials involved in selecting men 
for Day Parole were in general agreement that Day Parole 
should be granted toward the end of the sentence. It was 
also found that a few institutional officials usually 


processed a few pieces of information in a few minutes to 
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reach a decision as to who is a good candidate for Day 
Parole and who is not. Most officials felt a young offender 
who is "serious" and who had a job or school to go to was 
the best candidate. A sex offender or an inmate who was 
"not serious" would most likely be considered a poor candi- 
date. The day-to-day routines involved in operating the 
Program are described. It was found that requirements for 
the smooth and efficient operation of a minimum security 
institution had a great deal of influence on the operation 
of the Day Parole Program. 

A number of claims about the financial and employment 
benefits of being on Day Parole are tested. It was found 
that most Day Parolees saved their money for their release. 
There was very little money spent in restitution, personal 
debts or family support. It was also found that the few 
inmates who had fairly stable employment histories before 
going to prison usually retained their job on Day Parole and 
after Day Parole was over as well. The others, who often 
had unstable work histories, were more inclined to accept 
less rewarding jobs on Day Parole and to quit either before 
ordammnediately af.ter the Day Parole period. From official 
records, data concerning age, race, sentence length, Day 
Parole length, use of Day Parole, earnings and termination 
are summarized, cross-tabulated and elaborated upon. 

The review of the literature revealed many areas of the 
Day Parole experience have been neglected by previous writers 


and résearchers. As a result, this Study explored the 
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following areas: the Day Parolees' view of Day Parole, the 
employer's view of Day Parole, the response of the public to 
Day Parole and the strain of being on Day Parole. It was 
Found that inmates see Day Parole as an acceptable way of 
temporarily relieving the pains of imprisonment as well as 
earning some money for when they are released. The employers 
see the Day Parole Program as a dependable source of unskilled 
labor. The general public knows very little about Day Parole 
but those persons who are in close contact with the Program 
or the men on Day Parole react neutrally or positively to 
it. There is quite a strain on the men who must daily go in 
and ol of prison to the free community. The first few days 
are the most difficult. Most violations of Day Parole occur 
during the first quarter of the Day Parole period. During 
the middle part of Day Parole, the men shift quite easily 
into the role of the inmate and the role of the worker/ 
student. The pressure is again strongly felt near the end 
of Day /Pat olen 

The Program examined by this Study has since undergone 


major changes. . 
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CHAPTER I 


THE PRESENT STUDY 


PARA cle LL NeLTOauction: to. the Study 


Day Parole, also known as temporary absence, work furlough 
or work release, is a "judicial or administrative disposition 
which authorizes a person who has been sentenced to a prison 
term to be released from confinement during working hours for 
the purpose of employment or training in the community" 
(MacDonald, 1968:506). The inmate returns to the institution 
during nonworking hours. An inmate on Day Parole is subject to 
the same working conditions and terms of employment as a free 
man doing the same job and, as a result, Day Parole differs sig- 
nificantly from hard labor, forced work gangs and prison indus- 
try systems. 

This Study examines selected aspects of a Day Parole Pro- 
gram in the Province of Alberta, Canada. Chapter One outlines 
the Study and the historical and legislative context within 
which it operates. Chapter Two reviews the available literature 
and particular attention is paid to Day Parole and Temporary 
Absence Programs in Canada. Chapter Three provides a detailed 
description of Day Parole in Alberta, with special attention 
paid to the selection of men for Day Parole and the Administra- 
bion of the Program. “Chapter Four tests a number or claims 
made about the Program and provides a statistical analysis of 
Day Parole data. Chapter Five explores important issues about 


Day Parole that have been neglected by previous researchers. 
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Chapter Six summarizes the findings of this Study. 

The examination of particular programs forces the resear- 
cher/reader to adopt a "micro" view of the subject matter. It 
is important, however, not to lose sight of the "macro" con- 
cerns, and with this in mind, the following discussion of the 
background to the. Study is presented to indicate the historical 


and legislative framework within which the Program operates. 


PART II: Background to the Study 
Historical Developments 
Corrections and the Criminal Justice System 


Human societies have always encountered deviance on the 
part of some of their members and each society has undertaken 
a response to that deviance in an effort to preserve and per- 
petuate the established social order. For behavior that has been 
identified as "criminally" deviant the more complex societies 
have established a Criminal Justice System or other similarly 
termed organization to help achieve social control. As 
Chambliss (1969:2) notes, modern societies "have increasingly 
turned to the legal system in an effort to bring order out of 
chaos or to maintain stability in the face of dramatic changes 
in the fabric of society". In Canada as elsewhere in the 
Western world the contemporary Criminal Justice System incor- 
porates the processes of criminal law enforcement, judicial 
administration and the administration of correctional policy; 
or stated more simply: Police, Courts and Corrections. In 
terms of its modern identity, Corrections is "systematically 


the end of the official Criminal Justice processes and 
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humanistically the supposed beginning of behavioral change" 
(Goldfarb and Singer, 1973:9). 

The study of the Sociology of Law alerts us to the broad 
relationships between society and that which the society holds 
to be legal, whether it be concerns of a micro nature such as 
the impact of parking regulations (Chambliss, 1966), or more 
macro concerns such as social change as a force promoting legal 
change (Dienes, 1970). By viewing law as a major source of 
social data the Criminal Justice System in general and Correc- 
tions in particular appear as social institutions reflecting 
the character of the times. As a result, Corrections is an 
extremely complex social setting featuring the interaction of 
Formal legislation, administrative practices, operational 
policies and the divergent philosophies and perspectives of the 
people involved in the setting. If our concern lies with con- 
temporary Corrections, as in the present Study, it is important 
to take a brief look at the history of Corrections and to trace 
some of the earlier responses to criminal behavior. 

Johnson (1968:477-494) has compiled a concise history of 
Corrections, noting the American and British contributions to 
prison traditions. The early responses to criminal behavior 
took the form of vengeful retaliation, monetary compensation, 
capital and corporal punishment, whipping, exile, fines and 
transportation to penal colonies. "The medieval gaols served 
as detention facilities until punishment could be inflicted" 
tp. 477). 

Johnson credits the widespread use of long-term imprison- 


ment as a punishment itself to Philadelphia's Walnut Street 
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Jail in 1787. As a result of the Quaker influence at that 
time, the early American penal system became based on solitary 
confinement without labor, where total isolation, solitary 
reflection and religious instruction were seen as the principle 
means of achieving moral regeneration and preventing criminal 
contagion. Johnson concludes that by 1835 the Americans had 
established the first genuine penal system in the world and 
that by 1877, imprisonment in Britain had become the major 
penal tool. 

Since then, amid widespread controversy over the "relative 
reformative value, expenses of construction and operation, and 
effects on prisoner's minds and bodies" (p. 487) the forms of 
confinement have expanded to include medium and minimum securi- 
ty facilities such as reformatories, training schools, houses 
of correction and other similarly termed institutions. Never- 
theless, imprisonment has remained one of the primary societal 
responses to criminality. 

Recent Trends in Corrections 


The change in the form of societal response to criminal 


behavior from compensation to confinement is an example of 

what Fearn (1973:66) calls "the relationships between processes 
of social change and legal change" where changes in the legal 
order reflect changes in the social order. Chambliss (1969:5) 
observes that with the changes in the Western world in the past 
two hundred years, "the most significant changes occur in the 


institutionalized procedures and the institutionalized conceptions 
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of the basic values of the legal order", not in the behavior 
prohibited or in the punishments applied. Compensation, one 
of the earlier forms of societal response to criminality, re- 
presents a relatively uncomplicated society's effort to achieve 
the goal of restoring a balance between the offender and the 
offended. On the other hand, our modern Criminal Justice Sys- 
tem, with its comparatively recent emphasis on confinement, 
represents a complex society's attempt to meet the generally 
accepted but arbitrarily balanced goals of protecting the 
society, punishing the offender, deterring the offender and 
others,and rehabilitating the offender. 

Despite our reliance on imprisonment, many researchers, 
relying as much as possible on empirical analyses rather than 
on impressionistic conclusions, indicate that imprisonment falls 
considerably short of meeting the goals of deterrence and re- 
habilitation (Glaser, 1964; Harlow, 1971; Robison and Smith, 
1971; Cousineau and Veevers, 1972; Goldfarb and Singer, 1973; 
and Waller, 1974). Indeed, some observers indicate that im- 
prisonment not only falls short of meeting these goals but 
actively interfers with their attainment (McKorkle and Korn, 
1954; Sykes and Messinger, 1960; Clemmer, 1965; Zalba, 1967; 
MacDonald, 1968; and Waldo et al., 1973). Many persons, in- 
cluding penal reformers, social scientists, and prison admin- 
istrators, are in general agreement that incarceration is of 
doubtful value as a deterrant and as a reforming influence on 
inmates. 

One result has been "a trend which emphasizes alternatives 


to imprisonment, or where institutionalization is felt to be 
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necessary, transitional programs in the community to facilitate 
reintegration (Harlow, 1971:1-2). This trend badpepubenty known 
as Community Corrections and is in essence a blurring of the 
sharp lines of jurisdiction that traditionally have existed be- 
tween probation, imprisonment and parole. Community Corrections 
has become the label denoting society's effort to deal with its 
offenders, as much as possible, in the community at large rather 
than in the confines of a prison. 

Harlow (1971:1-5) has identified two groups of Community 
Correction programs. One is the "intensive-intervention-instead- 
of-institutionalization" group for offenders who are being con- 
sidered for institutional placement because it is felt they 
cannot be placed safely and effectively under ordinary probation 
supervision. These programs, such as intensive probation sup- 
ervision, nonresidential attendance centers and residential 
group or foster homes, are designed to provide a continuum of 
alternatives between ordinary probation and prison. The second 
group of programs are provided at a point in the offender's 
sentence where he has served a portion of his term of imprison- 
ment. The programs, such as pre-release orientation, half-way 
houses, community-based residential centers and day parole, are 
designed to ease the offender's transition from the prison com- 
munity to the free community. These programs have become popu- 
larly known as graduated release programs and they blur the 
traditional boundaries between life in prison and life on the 


street (Doleschal,..19 7.1). 
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Legislative Background: Canadian Correctional Laws 


Many features of the Justice System in Canadian society 

are based on Anglo-American traditions and Corrections in Can- 
ada is no exception. The discussion so far has been based 
largely on these foreign developments and while the Criminal 
Justice Systems in Britain and the United States have exerted 
considerable influence on their Canadian counterpart, Correc- 
tions in Canada does have its own identity. 

The British North American Act~ 

The. Bra-tioh—North American Act of 1867, a piece of British 
legislation that officially signalled the birth of the Canadian 
nation, distributed the areas of responsibility and powers deemed 
necessary for the survival of the new nation between the Federal 
and Provincial Governments. This Act also provides the basic 
legislative framework for the Criminal Law and Corrections in 
Canada. The Provincial Governments are responsible for the 
administration of criminal law and provincial prisons’, with 
the exception of sentences of imprisonment for more than two 
years. The Federal Government has exclusive jurisdiction to 
legislate in the field of criminal law and procedure ~ as well 
as the provision of Correctional services to persons serving 
sentences in penitentiaries of more than two years? 

The Criminal Code of Canada” 

The sentencing provisions of the Canadian Criminal Code 
play a major role in Canadian Corrections as it is these pro- 
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and absalute discharges’, and probation orders?” The Criminal 


Code provisions dealing with specific forms of criminal behavior 
also deal with the penalty attached to that behavior. For 
example, in the case of Fraud’, an offender is liable to im- 
prisonment for ten years. 

The Prison and Reformatories Act'? 

Another important piece of legislation is the Prisons 
and Reformatories Act which among other things, deals with 


remission’? and temporary absence’, 


The Parole Actl? 


The Parole Act deals with matters of full parole?®, 
day parole’, and mandatory supervision? 

Provincial Correctional Legislation 

In addition to the above Federal legislation, each 
Province has a Corrections Act or other similar statute that 
deals generally with the administration of the criminal law 
and the provision of Correctional services through institutional, 
probation and community corrections Re aanieatione. In reality, 
Canadian Corrections is a composite of thirteen Correctional 
systems. Each of..the.ten Provinces, and two Territories, plus 
the Federal Penitentiary and Parole services has their own 
legislative, regulatory, administrative and philosophic charac- 
teristics. 

Trends in Canadian Corrections 
The Use of Incarceration 
The history of Corrections in Canada reveals we have al- 


ways relied heavily on the use of prisons as a response to 
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criminal and other deviant activity. Edmison (1965) reports 
that imprisonment was a well established practice by 1830. Pro- 
Pee LOWwaexisteg PitSe th Oneario Jn, L89o put Lt, vas, NOL. untr. 

the 1940's and 1950's that this practice became organized in 
most other Provinces (Madeley, 1965). The practice of grant- 
Bud parole dia not begin until 1898 (Midler, 1965) and.it- 2s 

the expanded use of parole especially ead sia the past two 
decades that has made it a noteworthy and controversial part 

of Corrections in Canada. 

During the 1960's the Canadian inmate population remained 
relatively stable at approximately twenty thousand, with one- 
third incarcerated in penitentiaries operated by the Federal 
Government and two-thirds held in Provincial Correctional 
facilities (Cousineau and Veevers, 1972). Hogarth (1971) con- 
cluded that Canada relied more heavily on the use of prisons 
than any other Western nation. On a more recent note, Waller 
Lote 25>) reports ‘thaws 

"In relation to the total number 
of persons convicted of indict- 
able offences in Canada, prison 
sentences are used in about 40% 
and penitentiary for about 6% 
of all cases each year." 
Wilde (1974) reports that forty per cent of Canada's convicted 


offenders are sentenced to prison: five per cent to Federal 


penitentiaries and thirty-five per cent to Provincial institutions. 


The remaining sixty per cent are either fined, placed on pro- 


bation or discharged. 
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Alternatives to Imprisonment 

Even though we have relied rather heavily on the use of 
imprisonment, the North American trend toward Community Correc- 
tions, with its blurring of the sharp lines of demarcation be- 
tween probation, prison and parole, is firmly established in 
Canada. The historically sharp distinction between probation 
and imprisonment as a form of sentence no longer exists. The 
early use of suspended sentences and probation was severely re- 
stricted by the sentencing provisions of Criminal Code. Up to 
1967, the use of probation was limited to those with no previous 
convictions; or if only one previous conviction it had to be more 
than five years old or for an offence not related in character | 
to the present bmests These restrictions were relaxed in 1oces. 
The present legislation concerning probation eligibility requires 
only that where a minimum sentence is not prescribed the Court 
consider "the age and character of the accused, the nature of 
the offence, and the circumstances surrounding its commission" 
(Section 663(1)). The Courts now have much more descretion and 
fewer proscriptions when deciding who is to be placed on pro- 
bation and who is to be sentenced to prison. Additional amend- 
ments to the Criminal Gates have provided the sentencing Court 
with a series of alternatives and intermittent impei Sanmeant-: 
In addition to these alternatives to total incarceration the 
Courts can now combine probation and imprisonment by sentencing 


an offender to a period of incarceration to be followed by a 


period of probation not exceeding two years”. 
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These changes represent efforts at the Federal level to 
deal with more offenders in the community by providing a num- 
ber of alternatives to imprisonment. 

The sentencing provisions of the Criminal Code do not, how- 
ever, deal with intensive intervention services, which is central 
to the concept of Community Corrections. These matters are 
deemed to fall within the realm of the administration of justice, 
a Provincial responsibility. At this level, some Provinces, 
such as British Columbia, Ontario and Alberta have supplemented 
traditional correctional services provided by Probation and 
Parole Departments and Correctional Institutions with formally 
organized Community Corrections Departments. The particular 
responsibility of these Departments is to develop, encourage 
and ccordinate community based correctional activities such 
as hostels, group homes and other specially designed rehabili- 
tation programs to deal with offenders in a fashion that seeks 
to accomplish the various goals of the Criminal Justice System 
without resorting to the use of imprisonment. The availability 
of such programs depends on the personnel, funds, and philosophies 
of private and public agencies concerned with Corrections, as 
well as the attitudes of the general public. Due to the com- 
parative newness of Community Corrections in Canada we can 
expect the size and influence of this concept to be rather 


small at present compared to its potential role in the future. 
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Gradual Release 
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In addition to that part of Community Corrections featur- 


ing alternatives to imprisonment and intensive intervention 
programs, there also exists in Canada the graduated release 
phase. The general-goal here is,-according to Miller (1970) 
the re-integration of the offender into the community. Under 
existing Federal and Provincial legislation there are several 
mechanisms of release designed to assist the offender's return 
to the free community. These include the full parole, manda- 
tory supervision, temporary absences and day parole. Each of 
these release procedures has distinctive features. 

Full Parole is defined as "authority granted under this 
ee to an inmate to be at large during his term of imprison- 
ment"26 , An inmate is generally eligible for parole after he 


ail f 


has served one-third of the term of imprisonment The effect 


ort UL parole*® 


is that a parolee's entire term of imprison- 
ment continues in force until it expires and he serves his 
sentence under supervision in the community rather than in 
prison. 

Mandatory supervision<’, on the other hand, represents a 
form of parole whereby an inmate who has not been released on 
full parole during his term of imprisonment 156 released, .as a 
result of remission, including earned neni esnone under super- 
vision in the community. Mandatory supervision commences on 
the inmate's release and continues in effect for the duration 


of the remission, but only if it exceeds sixty days. Mandatory 


supervision, then, entails an inmate's release into the free 
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community under supervision at the end of the required period 
of time in custody; and it remains in effect for the duration 
of the period of remission. Like full parole, mandatory super- 
vision is the exclusive jurisdiction of the National Parole 
Board’! . 

Temporary absences are administratively within the juris- 
diction of those responsible for the administration of Provin- 
cial prisons ee Under Section 36 of the Prisons and Reforma- 
tories Act>>, designated Provincial Correctional officials have 
the authority to release a prisoner at any time during his 
period of imprisonment for an unlimited period. This may be 
for medical reasons and for a period up to fifteen days for 
humanitarian reasons, or to assist in the prisoner's rehabilita- 
tion. In addition some Provinces, such as Ontario, British 
Columbia and Saskatchewan, have supplemented this general power 
to temporarily release prisoners by proclaiming sections of 
their Provincial Corrections Acts. This authorizes designated 
officials to release prisoners to continue regular employment, 
obtain new employment or attend an academic or Vocational 
training institution. The general aim is "to provide a variety 
of alternative means whereby sentenced prisoners may be tempor- 
arily released from the institution in which they are confined" 
Geox choles SPOi 

Day Parole is yet another release procedure. Authorized 
by the National Parole Board, day parole "means parole the 
terms and conditions of which require the inmate to whom it 


is granted to return to prison from time to time during the 
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duration of such parole or to return to prison after a specified 
period" -. Day Parole can be granted at any time during a sen- 
tence of imprisonment and the day parolee is deemed to be serv- 
ing his term of imprisonment in the prison from which he is re- 
leased Ey Miller. (1970:520-521) lists three types:of day 
parole: 
"1) Mid-sentence day parole will 
enable release for employment, 
attendance at educational insti- 
tution, or other activities that 
have rehabilitative content, 
2) Pre-release day parole will 
provide for a socialization ex- 
perience which may include employ- 
ment, etc., prior to release at 
expiry of sentence, 
3) Gradual release will provide 
a socialization experience prior 
to release on full ordinary parole 
which will have already been granted 
either absolutely, or .in principle." 
Canadian Research on Gradual Release 
Empirical examination and analysis of the various parts 
of the Criminal Justice System in Canada is a growing concern. 
The scope of analysis varies widely from descriptive accounts 
to highly complicated and sophisticated research. In so far 
as full parole in Canada is concerned, Waller (1974), James 
(1971), Binnie (1974), Vichert and Zahnd (1965) are some re- 
searchers who have described and analysed this phase of Correc- 
tions. Mandatory supervision is one of Canada's most recent 


correctional strategies, but, like temporary absences and day 


parole, it has not received much attention from researchers. 
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In Alberta research relating to the Criminal Justice 
System in so far as adult offenders is concerned is limited. 
Sane empirical work is available and the studies of Cockerill 
(1975), Matthews (1972), Hagan (1974) and Gillan (1976) are 
noteworthy. The present Study was undertaken with the inten- 
tion of adding to this growing body of research dealing with 
Corrections in Alberta and Canada. In general, it is concerned 
with the Province of Alberta's first and largest Day Parole 
Program. This Study will not deal with Day Parole Programs in 
the Province operating from Correctional facilities administer- 


ed by the Federal Government. 
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Introduction 

The foregoing sections dealing with the background to the 
Study serve to place the Day Parole Program in question in a 
historical and legislative context reflecting some of the broad 
parameters within which it operates. This Study examines selec- 
ted aspects of a Day Parole Program in operation at Edmonton, 
Alberta since 1969. This Program represents the combined efforts 
of the Fort Saskatchewan Correctional Institution (henceforth 
to’ be’ referred to as the Institution or The Fort), the Belmont 
Rehabilitation Center (henceforth to be referred to as the 


Center) and the Edmonton Office of the National Parole Service. 


Purpose 


Describing 
The purpose of the Study is three-fold. First, the Study 
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will provide a description of the Program. In this account 
attention will be paid to the formal organization of the agencies 
involved, their personnel, the operative policies of each part 
of the Program, the various philosophies and perspectives of 
those involved and a general review of the day-to-day operation 
of the Program. Such a description is always difficult because 
of the changes that occur during the course of such studies. 
Personnel change, inmates come and go, procedures and laws 
change, and the attitudes of all those involved do not remain 
static. Nevertheless, there are certain constants about the 
Program that lend themselves to accurate ,description ,and,it is 
on Piece factors that this Study will focus. No-one previously 
has undertaken the task of compiling a comprehensive description 
of the Program. Such an undertaking is particularly important 
in view of the lack of coordinated data and the.segmented nature 
of the information available about the Program. Each agency has 
its own particular files, regulations, procedures and records 
relative to the Program and the personnel from these agencies 
have their own particular orientations and concerns. This 

Study seeks to capture some of these various regulations, pro- 
cedures, records and perspectives and to present them under 

one cover. 

As part of the first purpose of this Study the author 
attempted to obtain information about Day Parole or other simi- 
larly termed programs as operated in the other Canadian Provinces. 
While some Provincial Correctional Services were most coopera- 


tive in providing data about their Day Parole programs, other 
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Provinces ahd UV See National Parole offices failed to reply 
to the author's repeated written requests for information. 
Still other Correctional Services had Day Parole programs oper- 
ating on a small scale but there had not been any concerted 
effort to systematically compile data regarding their programs. 
In terms of the available literature dealing with Day Parole 
in Canada, the most outstanding feature is the remarkable lack 
of published material. The Provinces in which Day Parole pro- 
grams operate generally have some information available in 
Annual Reports and Policy and Procedure Manuals but even in 
most of these cases the data is not usually systematically 
presented. This Study hopes to at least provide a basic source 
of data about Day Parole in Alberta. In this regard it may be 
of assistance to those responsible for Corrections in Alberta 
in general and Day Parole in particular. Also it may be of 
value to more academically-oriented audiences who may, at some 
time in the future, be interested in attempting a comparative 
analysis or other type of research dealing with Day Parole in 
Canada. 

Testing and Analysing 

The second purpose of the Study is to test some of the 
claims frequently made about the Day Parole Program. As a 
result, this part of the Study constitutes an evaluation of 
selected aspects of this Program in particular and, due to the 
general similarity between this Program and others in different 
jurisdictions, it may well be applicable to other Day Parole 
Programs. As will be seen in Chapter II dealing with the avail- 


able literature on Day Parole there is certainly no lack of 
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testimonials from numerous sources as to the benefits and effects 
of Day Parole. The literature provides us with "off-hand evalu- 
ations that rely on intuition, opinion, or trained sensibility" 
rather than systematically "examining and weighing a phenomenon... 
against some explicit or implicit yardstick" (Weiss, 1972:1-2). 

As a result, this Study takes some of the off-hand evaluations 

and measures them against clear and specific criteria. Particu- 
lar attention will be paid to the issue of the supposed benefits 
of employment on Day Parole as well as the extent of support of 
their dependents by men on Day Parole. This Study will not at- 
tempt to evaluate the overall effectiveness of Day Parole in terms 
of recidivism based on such imprecise indicators as re-arrest or 
reconviction rates compared with non-comparable groups. Such 
efforts will add little to the already contradictory findings 
based on this procedure. Rather, this Study will be primarily 
concerned with the effects of specific strategies and components 
within the Program (Weiss, 1972). In the process we hopefully 
will increase our knowledge as to some of the realities of Day 
Parole Programs instead of being left to rely rather heavily on 
the hopes of such programs. 

As well as putting some claims to the test, the Study 
examines the relationships between important aspects of the 
Program. Using data from official records, it is possible to 
analyse factors such as age, race, length of sentence, length 
of Day Parole, use of Day Parole, termination and earnings. 
Additional light is thrown on the Program through records 


relative to room and board deductions and employment activities. 
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Exploring Neglected Aspects 
The third purpose of the Study is to explore some aspects 


of Day Parole programs neglected by previous research. Due to 
the relative newness of such programs, and as will be seen in 

the Review of the Literature, the tendency of other authors to 
dwell on the legalistic and administrative aspects of Day Parole, 
the possible range for exploration is very wide indeed. Beneath 
the formal structure of Day Parole programs, with their laws, 
administrative practices and operational policies, lies a complex 
social setting to which very little attention has been paid by 
previous researchers. Some of the aspects to be explored in this 
Study are the Day Parolee's perspective, the response of the 
public, the employer's interest in Day Parole and the strain and 
pressure that go along with being a prisoner for half a day and 
virtually a free citizen the other half of the day. 


Summary 


This Study then seeks to describe, to test and analyse and 
to explore. Where appropriate it will include the inmate's 
point of view and rely on his experiences as a source of data. 
This is especially important in view of the general enthusiasm 
for and acceptance of Day Parole by correctional officials and 
most social scientists who have written about the subject. The 
deviant's point of view is an important consideration in the 
study of deviance in society. By relying less on the official 
moralities and by taking the deviant's perspective into consid- 
eration, sociologists often feel they are better able to under- 


stand the nature of deviance in moet ye With this in mind, 
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Klein (1974) has examined the offender's view of negotiated 
justice in an effort to extend the boundaries and provide a 
broader view of the structure of negotiations and the process 
of exchange. Likewise, this Study will try to extend the 
boundaries of what we know about Day Parole by relying to some 
extent on the Day Parolee's views and experiences rather than 
depending solely on the officials' views. 


Method of Data Collection 


Deserbing the Program 
Personal Knowledge 


In order to provide a description of the Program the 
author relied in part on his experiences as a Parole Officer who 
handled the processing of numerous Day Parole applications as 
well as his experiences as a Social Worker in the Center from 
which the Program operated. During the summer months of 1973 
and 1974, the author was employed as a Parole Officer in the 
Edmonton, Alberta office of the National Parole Service. His 
duties during these times primarily involved assessing most of 
the applications for Day Parole received at the Edmonton Parole 
Office. Although other Parole Officers did process some Day 
Parole applications the author was responsible for assessing 
the ‘gqreat majority of sweh applications. _, In’ addition, to: these 
Day Parole duties the author was involved to a lesser degree 
in the assessment of full parole applications and the community 
supervision of parolees on full parole and mandatory supervision. 

Much of the data for this Study was collected during the 


Spring of 1973 and in June of that year the author commenced 
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employment as a Social Worker at the Center. His duties pri- 
marily involved handling a caseload of inmates. Some of them 
were on Day Parole, some were awaiting Day Parole and some were 
at the Center for only a short period of time prior to the ex- 
piration of their sentence. As a result of his employment as a 
Parole Officer and social Worker, the author ‘brings, to this 
Study an intimate familiarity with the operation of the Program. 
This extends from the time the Day Parole application is received 
by the Parole Officer through the period of Day Parole itself 

to the eventual conclusion of the Day Parolee's half-free 
status’. 

Being a part of "The System", an insider in many respects, 
enable the author to establish close occupational and personal 
relationships with many officials, who, in one way and another, 
contributed to the operation of the Program. These relation- 
ships allowed him to take part in various "behind the scenes" 
discussions, meetings, decisions and procedures to which an 
"outsider" would have great difficulty in gaining access. These 
relationships also opened many doors from the beginning of the 
Study through to the end that in all likelihood would have re- 
mained closed, either in whole or in part. The author's iden- 
titication as being part of “the system’ through his experience 
as.a Probation Officer and a Parole Officer was instrumental in 
gaining the initial cooperation and trust of the institutional 
officials’. This acceptance by the Center's personnel meant 
he had complete access to the Center's records, files and docu- 


ments pertaining to the Program. Much of the data about the 
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Program had not been systematically collected or organized 
solely in terms of the Day Parole Program. As will be seen 
later in the Study the Day Parole Program gradually attached 
itself to the other routines within the Center. As a result 
some data is collected and handled by one official while other 
data is the responsibility of another official. The acceptance 
of the author by the Center's personnel made it relatively easy 
to discuss the nature of the author's concern for particular 
data to be directed to the appropriate source and to have vir- 
tually unbridled access to the data. 

This kind of cooperation made the research possible and it 
placed a heavy responsibility on the author to do his work with 
the utmost care. The author has an obligation to be truthful 
and accurate and to represent the Program as it is "most of 
the time". By the same token, items that would be considered 
sensational, even inappropriate, in some quarters must not be 
"nlayed up", because such events do not, in the author's judge- 
ment, reflect what usually happens. There is no question that 
the author was witness to events that could represent personal 
embarrassment to some officials. These situations will not 
be dwelt upon because they do not represent what happens 
"most of the time". The understanding with which this research 
was conceived and carried out was that it would not be an 
expose. In order to stay within this mandate, the Study will 
focus on what usually happens, not what ocasionally happens. 
The infrequent events not included were not germaine to the re- 


search questions guiding this Study. 
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Interviews 

Officials 

In addition to relying on personal knowledge based 
on previous experience as an official of two of the formal or- 
ganizations concerned with the Program, the author conducted a 
series of structured interviews with a number of officials in- 
volved with the Program. Included here was a Parole Officer and 
the Social Workers/Counsellors at the Center and The Fort. The 
data obtained from these interviews dealt with the nature of 
their work and their philosophies of Day Parole as well as 
their comments about particular aspects of Day Parole, such as 
the response of the public and the apparent strain and tension 
of being on Day Parole. 

Employers 

Along with the interviews with staff members, the 
author conducted structured interviews with three employers, who 
over the years have hired many Day Parolees. The author discussed 
with these Sel arere their experiences with the Day Parolees they 
have hired. The interviews were held with the superintendents 
of a paper salvage firm, a business specializing in the con- 
struction of roof trusses and a poultry processing firm. 

Day Parolees 

Structured interviews were also conducted by the 
author with a Sample of thirty men on Day Parole between March 
and May yada With the cooperation of one of, the senior admin- 
istrative officials at the Center, a list was compiled of all 


the men on Day Parole as of March 10, 1975. By periodically 
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updating this list, the author was able to keep track of who 
was on Day Parole and for how long. Particular attention was 
paid to the anticipated release dates of the Day Parolees and 
when they were nearing the last week or ten days of their Day 
Parole, they were contacted by the author and interviewed. 
Testing and Analysing 
Evaluation 
This part of the Study takes a series of statements 
made. in connection with this Program and measures these state- 
ments against specific criteria. 
Claims 
The statements or claims were obtained from a re- 
view of the available literature on Day Parole as well as from 
claims put forth by the various officials dealing with the Program. 
Criteria 
The criteria against which the claims are weighed 
‘were taken from the Center's records and files and from the re- 
sponses of the Day Parolees, officials and employers. 

For example, Day Parole is frequently said to allow a man 
to support his dependents even when he is in gaol. An examina- 
tion of the expenses incurred by the Sample of thirty men on 
Day Parole enabled the author to draw certain conclusions as 
to the extent to which men with dependents did in fact support 
these dependents. 

Another example included asking questions of the Sample 


of men on Day Parole relative to their present Day Parole job 


ds 


ofw to dasad, qaad oF aids aew nemeue:, So) 

eow 10 ijnedde teluoid tes ieee vod 16 

bine tois4 qd and sole baseq: 

ne esaboas? ve ail 80 gated 0 ee 

¥eG.4 bartd: Vo eveb ned zo dsaw Jeet eld eat r) 
.bewatviednk bane Words od yd be s0ne9 amg 


: ie 
arte y | sh. 


etnomeipte Yo safise e sented ybivae att 0 sa6q otat | 


-ateste sendy seavesen stad mezgott eids 3 2 otsmes ~ 

, .éinedizo tt towae etl aa 
~9t 58 mon? benftatdo Pre amie La 6 eanondiaie oat 
moa} es Lisw es siotsS yYsd-ao pagdenedt! olde kiove ) 43 Ye 


-nergor4 arg Fs nae efeitoit io auobiey etd a preat gia 


Ks : , 2 ; a» oe ~ na 
is: S a 2h Rs avis uy ‘ 
ib - 7 


; i 
' berpisw s&s miele ait rw, a 


iad “wir0d tro dT =~ ae _ 
bs ae . a? 94099 ond mor? poked 
r sav eBeslors4 | “nd ond to —<_ ae 
nem a wolls ‘et Hk ise bi cadet yea ceiqnexs ce 
~BAbnOxe ah eee ces ee on vere neve ednabnsaob ein 44 
no nam: yanids ‘Yo etna? ods yd betTvome eaensaxe ang ton a 
ep endisuioncs ‘nisdzes veh 03 tordve sid Ceidene etext | 
~drodgue 48% ant bab ednsbasaah dtiw nom Apidw, oj dNedxKe att ot : 
z | .etnabeeqeb, seeds © " 
| ee qmae orld To engiteaup. poten babuloni signexe setjann 
dot, elorad hcl ans niads ¢ @3 eviselesx Blose8 you no -nagpne 


an | Be A i a | } 5 | a cot 


$4 end nowt” brs e eatth one 


a 
7") 
ps 


25 


and their jobs "on the street". The author was able to deter- 
mine the extent to which Day Parole allows a man to keep his 
regular job even if he is in prison. Further, by discussing 
the nature of the Day Parole jobs with the Day Parolees and the 
three employers, the author was ake to reach certain conclu- 
sions as to the extent of the claim that Day Parole allows a 
man to develop good work habits and skills. 

Analysis of Official Records 

There were a number of official records at the Center 
relative to the Day Parole Program. The principle record, 
known as the Day Parole Register, provided most of the data 
FOr? ohi.9 at of the Study. Certain facts and figures, namely 
age, race, sentence length, Day Parole length, use of Day 
Parole, termination and earnings, were coded, keypunched and 
subjected to selected statistical analyses. 

Descriptive Statisties 

The principles of descriptive statistics, particularly 
per cent, are used to describe certain characteristics of every 
Day Parolee at the Center up to the end of 1974. 

Relationships Between Characteristics 

By comparing these characteristics with each other 
it is possible to analyse the relationship between characteris- 
tics. A measure of association, Phi, is used to measure the 
strength of the relationship. 

Elaboration of Relationships 

Through procedures of elementary multivariate analysis 
it is possible to elaborate on the nature of the relationships 


between characteristics of the Day Parole Population. 
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Exploring Neglected Areas 


Introduction 

Part of this Study looked at aspects of Day Parole 
that have been largely ignored by previous researchers. The 
findings in this regard are tentative ones only but they were 
systematically explored and documented sufficiently to warrant 
inclusion in the Study. They represent crucial concerns of 
this Day Parole Program and probably other Day Parole programs 
as well. 

Days Pardglee"st Perspective 

The Day Parolee's perspectives on what they feel 
about Day Parole has received very little attention previously 
so the author asked the Sample of Day Parolees about their 
reactions to being on Day Parole, what they liked and disliked 
and why they were interested in-Day Parole. 

Thei Strain of Being on Day" Parole 

ln order to explore the extent of role strain related 
to the unique status of Day Parole, the author interviewed the 
men on Day Parole, their Social Worker/Counsellors and some 
employers about this phenomenon. 

Employer's Point of View 

Since Day Parole is most frequently used for the 
purposes of employment, the firms employing men on Day Parole 
play a key*part. The author interviewed the Day Parolees, Pro- 
gram Officials and some employers as to the reactions of employers 
of Day Parolees. Research questions such as "Why do employers 
hire men on Day Parole?" and "Do Day Parolees differ from other 


employees?" enabled the author to explore more fully this 
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important part of Day Parole. 

Public Reaction 

The question of how the public reacts to Day Parolees 
in particular and the Program in general was explored through 
a series of interviews with the employers, the Day Parolees 
and Program Officials. 

summary 

Much of the data in this Study was gathered through 
interviews conducted by the author with key people in the Pro- 
gram. The questions were often open-ended, thereby allowing 
the respondents the freedom to report on the matters at hand in 
a fashion with which they could be fairly comfortable. This 
approach was more personalized and therefore presumably less 
annoying than a fill-in-the-blanks questionnaire. Many of the 
concerns examined in this Study dealt with attitudes and ways 
of viewing things. The personal interview was well suited to 
issues explored by the Study. 

The interviews were not always conducted under ideal 
conditions. They usually had to be squeezed into the usual 
routines of the respondents. The responses were recorded in 
longhand because tape-recording the interviews was not per- 
mitted. 

Presentation of the Findings 

Narration 
In many ways a narrative account of some of the findings 
was a most appropriate technique. This is particularly true 


for matters dealing with the way various people perceived 
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various aspects of the Program. Using the exact language of 
the respondents brought to the Study a "flavor" that cannot 
be captured by numbers alone. 

| Facts and Figures © 

Other parts of the Study were ideally suited for presen- 

tation in tabular form. This enabled comparisons to be made 
in areas of specific interest. Discussions based on the facts 
and figures are presented. 

Summary 

This Study describes, tests, analyses and explores 
selected aspects of a Day Parole Program. In order to achieve 
these ends, the author relied on his.personal knowledge, the 
records and files kept by the various agencies involved and 
the responses to interviews with employers, Program officials 
and men on Day Parole. In addition to the narrative aspects 
of this Studys° the- principles of descriptive statistics are 
used in relation to the distribution of certain characteris- 
tics within the Day Parole Population. As some of these dis- 
tributions lent themselves to bivariate and multivariate 
analysis, the Study also examines how certain characteristics 


are related. 
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British North American Act (1867), s.92(14) 
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R.S.C. 1953-43, c.51, s.1 and subsequent amendments 
present Criminal Code, s.646 
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Pordig S&t662.1 
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ReS.€.51952, c.217;'s.1) and subsequent amendments 
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ibid., presently 5+36 

1958, c.38, s.l and subsequent amendments 

Load. opresent ly SZ 

ibid., presently S.2 

ibid., presently S.15 


An example here is the Corrections Act of Alberta, 
Res. Aen bGI0, Ge2355n8.1 


Criminal, Code of. Canada, 1967, *s.658 (1) and 6386 (5) 
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Parole Act, 1958, Ce28un Grol 


Paragraph 2(1) (a) of the Parole Regulations, P.C. 
tIp2=—$14 525 JUNE S TIPS 


Parole Act, sy hie 
ibid., $.15 


Earned remission is granted subject to qood behavior by 
an inmate. It is colloquially known as "good time". 


RAT Odue AGL oy Sis6 


The Penitentiary Act.(1960-61, c.53, s.26) contains 
temporary absence provisions for inmates of Federal 
institutions. 


shoe pT meiee ICA: Yc Reet ROP ai 
Parole Act. .8 62 
Parole Act,. s.13 


In Deviants, J.L. Simmons (1969) takes the notion even 
Further and dedicates his book “to the proposition that 
there are no "thems", there is only "Us". 


It is realized, however that because this account is based 
in part on the author's personal knowledge it is subject 
to the influence of personal experience with the Program. 
This account also undoubtedly suffers from a lack of com- 
pleteness that may be attributed in part to seeing an 
event "through the eyes of the beholder". 


As the author and one of the senior institutional 
officials were photocopying a ledger containing a wealth 
of data about Day Parolees, the official remarked "We 
normally wouldn't do this (copy official records) but we 
Know you and trust, you, so rts OK." 


See Appendix II for a discussion of the selection of 
the Sample. 


2,9. .sroitebiges stow ait Io 


eter ,2 


1 


vd toiverned boop oF Iisidue beinsip et 
."omed boop" es nvood ylleiupolflos ¢ 


/ 


ent: ND (dS... ,£2.9 .fd-082L). tan 5 
Isvabs5 Yo estamnt 107 enoieiverg 32 


Aave ‘aokton eft esotas ie pet biype ae ae 


jad not? beoqorq 2 ea: Hoo d ein. er 
"el" igo ei sien, 


beged eL “ 8 
) tos} die ar a pte 
smeatpot4 orld he 

-no2 to Asal 8 mk 
mG naa 


CHAPTER II 


REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE 


Introduction 

There is not a great deal of literature available that 
deals with Day Parole. Most of it is in the form of Journal 
articles or, to a much smaller extent, as portions of chapters 
of books dealing with Corrections in general. The bulk of 
the literature was published in the late 1960's, reflecting 
the increased popularity and growth of Day Parole programs 
during this period. The most extensive coverage has been 
Given to Day Parole in the United States. A few authors have 
written about Day Parole in Europe and other overseas juris- 
dictionst. The available literature dealing with Day Parole 
in Canada is rather limited and it will be examined in detail 
later in this Chapter. 

In terms of general contents, most of the literature 
consists of general descriptions, testimonials and legalistic 
accounts of particular Day Parole programs. Attention is 
usually paid to such features as the legislation, formal 
organization, claimed advantages, history, earnings, employ- 
ment, selection procedures and institutional problems with 
the program. There also exists another grouping of publi- 
cations that generally are reviews by social scientists of 
Day Parole in the United States. A third set of publications 
discusses the concept of Day Parole within the broader 


theoretical framework of corrections4. A fourth small group 
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can be roughly classified as dealing with Day Parole programs 
in an empirical or analytic fashion. Most of these efforts 
to analyze or test selected aspects of Day Parole have 
appeared only since 1970 and they will be examined in detail 
later in this Chapter. 

The literature reveals that Day Parole has received a 
great deal of support from correctional officials. Indeed, it 
has been heralded by some as "the opening wedge for a major 
breakthrough in correctional administration" (Grupp, 1967 (b): 
15). Most of the social scientists and lawyers who have 
written on the subject seem to share the enthusiasm of 
correctional officials for Day Parole. In their review of 
the) literature, Waldo et al (1973:349) noted that "the bulk 
of scholarly writing on the subject has been either descriptive 
or speculative" and consisting primarily of opinions, obser- 
vations and educated guesses. Doleschal (1971) summarizes 
that few of the objectives and assumptions related to Day 


Parole have been supported by acceptable research conclusions. 


Behefitsmand; Diffaeudtiessof Day Parole in the United States 
The literature states that the alleged benefits of Day 


Parole far outweigh the reported difficulties. Some benefits 
to the community are reported to include financial relief to 
taxpayers (Rudoff et al, 1971), reduction of crime (Goldfarb 
and Singer, 1973), involves the ein nine y in the rehabili- 
tation process (MacDonald, 1968), the inmate is better 


equipped to meet his responsibilities upon discharge 
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(McMillan, 1965) and the quality of citizenship of the inmate 
is improved (Zalba, 1967). 

Some benefits to the inmate in terms of his rehabilita- 
tion are reported to include the following: allows the inmate 
to learn or practice major adult roles (Zalba, 1967), inmate 
retains his job skills and earning powers Sloane, (1967), 
challenges the inmate and supports his efforts to adjust to 
the pressures and temptations of the free community (Root, 
1973), psychological benefits from supporting himself and his 
family (Goldfarb and Singer, 1973), gain a more healthy outlook 
toward life (Case, 1967) and encourages good work habits, a 
sense of responsibility and a degree of self-respect (Grupp, 
E965 pi 

The Correctional System benefits in that Day Parole is 
reported to relieve the idleness of prison (Goldfarb and 
Singer, 1973), allows practical application of correctional 
processes started in the institution (Alexander, 1966) and 
provides an alternative for those who need closer supervision 
than available under probation but who are not grave dangers 
to the community (Root, 1973). 

Most of the reported difficulties with Day Parole 
programs involve administrative concerns such as housing 
(Case, 1967), finding jobs (Goldfarb and Singer, 1973), 
security (Ayer, 1970), inadequate staffing and varied sen- 
tencing patterns (Johnson, 1970) and restrictive and inflex- 


ible legislation (Ayer, 1970). 
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Research of Day Parole in the United States 
Brahen (1973), Capone (1973) and Wiechert (1973) report 


the development of the first experimental study of a special 
work-release program for addicted inmates in New York. The 
inmates will be daily given agents that block the action of 
narcotics. In addition to being released to go to work the 
inmates will receive group and individual therapy. This will 
be a controlled study featuring the random selection of 
volunteer inmates to control and experimental groups. The 
usefulness of the program will be assessed on the basis of a 
one year follow-up as to each group's employment, recidivism 
and general community adjustment. At the time of publication, 
the program was in the pilot phase. No further published 
information is available at the present time. 

Brown and Spevacek (1971) explored the impact on day 
parolees' attitudes related to concepts and places within 
themselves (their self and their future) and outside them- 
selves (the program, the job, the home, the community and the 
prison) in a community as opposed to a prison setting in 
Washington, D.C. Thirty-seven inmates eligible for Day Parole 
were randomly assigned to each of two groups of day parolees. 
One group was housed in a facility in the city while the other 
was housed in a special section of the prison. Each group 
was given a series of semantic differential tests consisting 
of evaluation, potency and activity scales before and after 
being assigned to one of the groups. "The concern in the 


second testing was with learning the impact of placement in 
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the new environment on clients' attitudes and ideas" (p.37). 
The authors found that in both the groups the day parolee's 
ideas about himself and his future were "comparatively stable 
phenomena unlikely to be affected by a short-term stay ina 
new environment alone" (p.39). In terms of concepts and 
places outside the self, the authors found that "placement in 
a community as opposed to an institutional setting is 
associated with greater effort at evaluation and with increased 
attitudinal change" (p.39). The authors conclude that day 
parolees housed in a community setting are more likely to do 
more thinking about their living conditions and harder 
thinking about their world than their counterparts housed in 
prison. They argue that in terms of rehabilitation, "it 
would be most useful to locate each work-release program as 
close as possible to the actual community to which the client 
will be returning, thereby permitting the fullest possible 
evaluation by the client of his real community and of his 
capacity for making pro-social adjustment to it" (p.42). 
Johnson and Kotch (1973) sent a questionnaire to all 
state adult prison systems in the United States that author- 
ized the operation of Day Parole programs in order to assess 
the effect of the number of prison units and their geo- 
graphical location on the implementation of Day Parole. They 
calculated a Day Parole participation rate per 1,000 inmates. 
The authors found that "the participation rate decreases 
consistently with progressively greater numbers of inmates 


under control of the prison system" (p.46). They also found 
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that "the highest work-release participation rates were 
scored by the prison systems consisting of many small units 
well distributed about the state". (p.46) The prison systems 
which concentrated inmate Se ateone in large prisons 
recorded the least participation rate and the highest rate 
occurred where community centers were used to house day 
parolees. 

Root (1973) sent a letter to state correctional author- 
ities concerning their work-release programs in order to 
"identify the operational policy which determines the 
implementation of a program and, consequently, its feasible 
goals" (p.52). He was primarily concerned with who was 
eligible, when did they participate and where were day 
parolees housed. Root found many regulations and adminis- 
trative practices that excluded participation and he concluded 
it was institutional concerns, not rehabilitative criteria, 
that determined eligibility. The author found that eligi- 
bility was frequently specified in terms of a maximum period 
of time remaining until release. Root concluded that such 
regulations and practices restrict work-release programs to 
a transitional role rather than an alternative to incarcera- 
tion. The author found that day parolees were frequently 
housed within prisons in rural areas where security, not 
rehabilitation, was the main goal. He concludes that such 
features undermine the employment and educational opportuni- 
ties of Day Parole. Root summarizes that until eligibility, 


selection and housing criteria are "based upon the needs of 
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the individual, not the institution, work-releases will be a 
showease program with few long-term benefits" (p.57). 

Cooper (1970) sent questionnaires to one hundred Day 
Parolees and one hundred employers of day parolees selected 
at random from all areas of North Carolina. He found the 
employees were older men who had a history of successful 
employment before entering prison. Few day parolees remained 
on the job after their release from prison. Most employers 
were well satisfied with the performance of employees on Day 
Parole and hired day parolees because of a need for unskilled 
labor as well as a desire to contribute to the success of the 
program. 

Grupp (1967a) sent a questionnaire to a twenty per cent. 
random sample of sheriffs in forty-two American states. The 
sheriff is often given the responsibility of administering 
Day Parole programs. The author was concerned with the 
sheriffs' experience and views regarding work-release and the 
association of selected personal-social variables with their 
attitudes. He found that sheriffs generally had limited 
experience with Day Parole, even in a few jurisdictions where 
such programs were not offically authorized. The majority of 
the sheriffs regarded work-release favorably even though most 
felt they did not have adequate staff or facilities to operate 
the program. Five personal-social variables (membership in 
the National Sheriffs Association, length of experience as 
sheriff, formal education, age, and degree of authoritarianism) 


were inspected to ascertain the association between each 
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variable and the sheriffs' attitude toward work-release. 
Contrary to expectations, none of these associations were 
statistically significant. 

In a series of articles, Rudoff et al (1969, 1971, 1973) 
report on an intensive longitudinal study of a work furlough 
program at a minimum security facility in California. The 
study was designed to evaluate the economic and rehabilitative 
value of the program as well as the attitudinal and behavorial 
changes of the participants. The authors compared inmates 
selected for day parole (about one-third of the total inmate 
population) with those who did not apply for or were denied 
participation in the program. Using data from inmate files 
maintained for administrative purposes, test results obtained 
at admission and discharge, and follow up post-release data, 
the authors found that the changes in self-image of the day 
parole group were more marked and more negative than among the 
nonfurlough group. MThere was a greater tendency for those on 
Day Parole to define themselves as noncriminal and to see the 
criminal justice system improperly treating them as a criminal. 
Even though the Day Parole group had a more stable and 
favorable occupational background, the authors suggest that 
"the work furlough program perpetuated a disadvantaged 
occupational status, inasmuch as most men on work furlough 
were occupationally marginal to start with, and some were 
found jobs which downgraded them" (p.51). In terms of a 
number of measures of recidivism, the difference between the 


two groups was quite large and in each case favorable to the 
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Day Parole A Palitie In addition, a study of carefully matched 
samples of each group revealed that the Day Parole group did 
much better than the nonfurlough group on all major measures 
of recidivism. The authors conclude that "while not denying 
that good selection produces good results for the work 
furlough group, one must still argue that this is not the 
whole story. Good results are additionally a consequence of 
work furlough itself" (p.53). 

Waldo et al (1973) reports the findings of a Florida 
study concerned with attitudinal changes that may be attri- 
buted to participation in a Day Parole program. The authors 
were able to randomly assign inmates from a pool of eligible 
inmates to control and experimental groups. Questionnaires 
containing rigorously constructed attitude scales were 
administered to all inmates chosen for Day Parole immediately 
prior to starting the program and just before the end of 
their sentence. A similar procedure was followed for the 
imprisoned control group. The analysis of the responses to 
the attitude scales, controlling for inmate characteristics 
and examining specific scale items, indicated that "there is 
no discernible improvement over the duration of the work- 
release experience in the levels of perceived opportunity, 
achievement motivation, legal self-concept and self-esteem 
expressed by work-release participants. Further, at the end 
of final discharge from prison (Time 2), there was no signi- 
ficant difference between work-release participants and non- 


release controls with regard to perceptions of legitimate 
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opportunity, achievement motivation, legal self-concepts and 
focal concerns" (p.369). The only attitude change apparently 
due to the work release experience concerned inmate self- 
image, which was significantly lower at Time 2 than Time 1 
for those on Day Parole as well as significantly lower than 
that of the control group at Time 2. The authors cautiously 
conclude that Day Parole does not appear to encourage any 
Significant attitude improvement. They speculate that the 
impact of. Day Parole on inmate attitudes may be due to the 
quality of community contacts, such as with employers and 
relatives, more than the specific experience of work-release" 
peo 12) « 

In summary,it would appear the rapid expansion, acceptance 
and operation of Day Parole programs by the Correctional 
System is evidence that Day Parole adequately meets a variety 
of needs of this System and at the same time does not 
seriously violate the conflicting expectations the general 
Benin nat has about the role of Corrections. Jobson (1968) 
hicely summarizes the appeal of’ Day. Parole: "Punishment was 
handed out, yet the prisoner was enabled to continue supporting 
his family and to make a valuable economic contribution to 
ti community. At the same time, savings resulted to the 
community in the administration of justice, since the prisoner 
required neither custodial nor supervisory care during the 
work days" (p.333). As far as the impact of Day Parole on 
the inmate is concerned, this is still largely a matter of 


speculation. We do, however, have some evidence, although 
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by no means conclusive, that somehow the Day Parole experience 
is associated with less recidivism and with a lower, more 


negative self-image. 


Day Parole in Canada 


The available published material concerned with Day 
Parole in Canada is rather limited. This may in part be due 
to the relative recentness of full scale Day Parole programs 
on the correctional scene in this country plus the Peer teres 
reluctance of correctional officials to fully expose their 
operations to empirical research>. 

In Canada, the Day Parole provisions of the Federal 
Parole Act are applicable in each Province to inmates serving 
sentences for popes seneuld (bs 3% to any Federal statute but 
not for offences contrary to Provincial statutes. The term 
"Day Parole" does not appear in the Parole Act until the 
1968 - 69 amendments®, at which time the practice was 
specifically defined and given a legal status much more 
influential than before (Miller, 1970). Day Parole now means 
"parole the terms and conditions of which require the inmate 
to whom it is granted to return to prison from time to time 
during the duration of such parole or to return to prison 
after.a.specified.period”..«(Parole,Act, S$.2).,. Prioz,«to:this 
amendment, the Parole Board used the term "temporary parole" 
to refer to what is now known as Day Parole. MThe authority 
for temporary parole was not to be found in the body of the 
Parole Actor. the Parole Regulations but rather in the opera- 


tional policies of the National Parole Board. 
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In addition to National Day Parole, the preveneed have 
authority to temporarily release selected inmates for medical, 
humanitarian or rehabilitative reasons. The August, 1969 
proclamation of an amendment to the Federal Prisons and 
Reformatories Act allowed for the first time designated 
Provincial officials to release Provincial prisoners at any 
time during their sentence for an unlimited period for 
medical reasons and for a period not exceeding fifteen days 


for humanitarian reasons or to assist in the prisoner's 


rehabilitation’. The legislation reads: 


"Where, in the opinion of an official 
designated by the Lieutenant-Governor of 
the province in which a prisoner is con- 
fined ina place other than a penetentiary 
it is necessary or desirable that the 
prisoner should be absent, with or without 
escort, for medical or humanitarian reasons 
or to assist in the rehabilitation of the 
prisoner at any time during his period of 
imprisonment, the absence of the prisoner 
may be authorized from time to time by such 
official for an unlimited period for 
medical reasons and for a period not ex- 
ceeding fifteen days for humanitarian 
reasons or to assist in the rehabilitation 
of the prisoner" (Prisons and Reformatories 
Aet, S.36))4 


For the purposes of this Study, attention will be paid 
to Day Parole on a provincial basis as well as temporary 
absence in each Province. Wherever possible, reference will 
be made to contributions of a scholarly nature in addition 
to the data available in Annual Reports, letters, and Policy 
manuals of the various Correctional Authorities. 

Table 2.1 illustrates the use of Day Parole by the 


National Parole Board on a nation-wide basis. 
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TABLE 2.1 


TEMPORARY AND DAY. PAROLES GRANTED BY THE 
NATIONAL PAROLE BOARD BY CALENDAR YEAR FROM 
FEDERAL AND PROVINCIAL INSTITUTIONS, 
1960 - 1974 


TYPE OF INSTITUTION 


YEAR FEDERAL PROVINCIAL TOTAL 

f 70 f. 70 fi 7 
196.0 57 86 .4 S) 195.6 66 100 
1961 70 B58.5 14 I SRY | 84 LOO 
1962 77 Spear) 2 6rerl 82 100 
1963 56 Swe) 8 V2.3 64 100 
1964 bf | OF a7 8 1 2a 65 100 
1965 55 64.0 9 I 36.0 86 100 
1966 48 5s 0 48 50.0 96 100 
1967 19 1.0 22 83.0 112 100 
1968 LE aed Fy 5: Die > 244 100 
1969 47 P09 427 FO281 474 100 
1970 1) 1.8.54) D359, 815.9 680 100 
V7 4A o20 25 851 TUESZ 1187 100 
1g Ys 394 Lee | 762 62a iG 100 
1973 lg Lexy 60.4 747 BD 6 1884 100 
1974 1750 dt Lee I 657 78 a) 2407 100 
Source: Letter from Director, Research and Planning, National 


Parole Service, March, 1976 
Table 2.1 indicates that the National Parole Board has 
placed more and more inmates on Day Parole for ‘activities in 
the community. In the early 1960's, most Temporary paroles 
were granted for inmates of Federal Insti tut sagan By® the 


ad) inmates 


i 


late 1960's, most of the Day Paroles were gral 
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OF Provincial Institutions. By the mid 1970's, the trend had 
reversed itself again, with Day Parole being used most often 
for Federal inmates. The decline in the use of Day Parole 
from Provincial Institutions is directly related to the 
increased use of Provincially Authorized Temporary Absences 
for Employment or Education. Of particular interest in terms 
of this Study is the extensive use of Day Parole from 
Ppt ineliad Institutions, tespecially? sinees 1965." Table ‘2.2 
examines the use of Day Parole from Provincial Institutions. 
Table 2.2 indicates that Temporary and Day Paroles from 
Provincial Institutions started in 1960. The year 1968 saw 
the use of Day Paroles increase significantly and it peaked 


in 1971. Since, then there has been a steady decline in the 


use..of Day Paroles by the Provinces. the two primary consumers 


of National Day Parole have been Alberta and Manitoba. These 
Provinces combined account for 70.1 per cent of all Day 
Parole granted through 1974. The other Provinces either have 
their own Temporary Absence Programs or else have made little 
effort to implement a gradual release program. 

Tables 2.1 and 2.2 provide evidence that on a nation- 
wide basis, the Parole Board has clearly expanded its efforts 
to enable prisoners to participate in community-based activi- 
ties. The.picture.at the Provincial level, however, is not 
so clear. As will be seen below, the Provincial Correctional 
Services have followed their Federal counterpart only in 


varying degrees in the trend to gradual release. 
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The Province of British Columbia 

Day Parole in British Columbia 

Looking first at the operation of the National Parole 
Board in British Columbia, it is evident from Table 2.2 that 
correctional officials there increasingly relied on Temporary 
Parole up to 1968, at which time its use decreased dramati- 
cally and was no longer used in 1971. Up to 1967, most of 
the Day Paroles issued in Canada by the National Parole Board 
were granted to inmates imprisoned in British Columbia. 

Temporary Absence Program in British Columbia® 

In addition to the use of Day Parole by the National 
Parole Board in British Columbia, the Corrections Branch of 
the Provincial Department of the Attorney-General operates a 
Temporary Absence Program within each Provincial correctional 
facility. In 1970, the Province passed amendments to its 
1960 Corrections Act giving the Minister responsible for the 
Corrections Branch authority to grant an absence for an 
unlimited period for medical and educational reasons and for 
up to fifteen days for humanitarian or rehabilitative reasons”. 
As well, the Minister was empowered to allow selected inmates 
to participate in gainful employment for wages outside the 
correctional center19., An inmate on work-release is subject 
to the rules and regulations of the correctional centerll, 

Correctional officials in British Columbia indicate that 

in addition to Day Parole they have used re-entry programs 
such as home visits, weekend passes and work-release to help 


inmates reintegrate into the community and to offset the 
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typical post-release problems of a lack of money, residence 
and employment. In terms of the release of inmates for 
employment purposes, it appears that between 1963 and 1966 
the legislative authority rested with Orders-in-Council issued 
by the Provincial Cabinet. From 1966 to 1970, Day Paroles 
authorized by the National Parole Board were primarily used 
to accomplish this goal. Since 1970, the Temporary Absence 
legislation in the British Columbia Corrections Act has been 
used to get the offender back working in the community. 

Statistics 

Correctional officials admit that statistics relative 
to the Temporary Absence Program are limited and inaccurate. 
The Co-ordinator of the Program has reported, however that 
the program has grown from forty-two inmates on Day Parole 
From the Oakalla Prison Farm in 1966 to approximately 1,000 
TA's for the fiscal year 1973-1974. It was estimated that 
4,500 to 5,000 TA's would be issued during 1974-1975. The 
TAP Co-ordinator has noted a trend toward allowing inmates on 
Employment TA's to work and live in the community for a 
maximum of fourteen days, return to the institution for a 
brief period and then return to their residence and job in the 
community. This is in contrast to previously only allowing 
inmates to work in the community and returning to the 
institution in the evenings and on weekends. 

Table 2.3 illustrates the use of TA's in British 
Columbia in recent years. 


Tabve® 2S" i ndieates’ that Correctional officials in 
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British Columbia are placing increasing emphasis on employment 
TA's and that the Temporary Absence Program is now dominated 


by Employment Absences. 


TABLE 2.3 


TEMPORARY ABSENCES GRANTED IN BRITISH COLUMBIA, 
1972/73 AND 1973/74 


TYPE OF TEMPORARY ABSENCE 


YEAR TOTAL 
TA's EDUCATION EMPLOYMENT SHORT TERM 

fae Ne f % f % 
1972-73. “0'665 IPAM IZCE PAN SQN PSIG IZ 5K SIM UMA. 2 
1973-74 989 7S PILE TELE A: ODOR 7 ACTA RBC 27 0 
TO TAL 1654 Wa) 2.7% WARS 5062.0 E584 4435.03 


Source: Annual Reports of the Corrections Branch, Department 
of the Attorney-General, Government of British 

Colunbia, 1973.00.24): andi 1976 sGpei9)y. 

The 1974 Annual Report indicates that of the twenty- 
seven Education Absences granted, twenty-five (93 per cent) 
were successfully completed. No data is available concerning 
the completion rates of Employment Absences. This Annual 
Report also indicates that the 692 work-release participants 
came from the eight Provincial Correctional Centers and three 
of these Centers accounted for 514 (74 per cent) of the 
participants. 


Officials of the Temporary Absence Program feel that 


Employment Absences have been extremely successful from an 
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economic point of view. From April to July 1974, participants 
earned in excess of $148,000.00. The 1973 Annual Report lists 
Gross Earnings during the fiscal year 1972-1973 to be 
$119,692.00. The 1974 Annual Report indicates Gross Earnings 
during 1973-1974 to be $158,185.00. 

Table 2.4 examines the distribution of gross earnings 


of work-release participants in recent years. 


TABLE 2.4 


DISTRIBUTION OF GROSS EARNINGS OF 
WORK-RELEASE PARTICIPANTS IN BRITISH COLUMBIA 
1972-1973 AND 1973-1974 


ITEM YEAR 

1972-73 1973-74 
Gross Earnings SE 19.6912 $155;,185 
No. of Participants 334 692 
Average Gross Earnings $ 358 $ 229 


Distribution of Gross Earnings 


Room & Board not»avails $F LUGBOSE (IES) 

Family Support N/A $145,715 (9.3%) 

Restitution & Debts $ 15,986 S bie 1270 (O57 %}) 
(13.4% 

Clothing N/A $d1S S656LC2LT% ) 

Retaining Earnings N/A $126,785 (80.41%) 


Source: Annual Reports of the Correctional Branch, Department 
of the Attorney-General, Government of British 
Columbia, 1973 (p.24) and'1974 (p. 80) : 

Table 2.4 indicates that in terms of the use of inmate 


earnings, there initially was considerable emphasis placed on 


encouraging the inmate to pay existing debts and make 
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restitution. As the program expanded, the payment of debts 
and restitution received less emphasis. As the program 
expanded, there was a noticable drop in the average gross 
earnings of the participants. This may have been due to 
market conditions such as more unemployment. Another possible 
explanation is that the officials were approving more employ- 
ment TA's for shorter periods of time. 

Table 2.4 also indicates that correctional officials 
and the participants chose to allow the inmates to retain 
most (80.1 per cent) of their earnings for their release 
rather than having them spend it during their period of im- 
prisonment. The inmates spent 19.8 per cent of the gross 
earnings during their prison sentence. Deductions for room 
and board (7.5 per cent) were compulsory. so in reality 
correctional officials encouraged inmates to spend 12 A per 
cent of their earnings. 

In summary, gradual release in British Columbia 
initially took the form of Day Parole granted by the National 
Parole Board. Once Correctional officials in that Province 
developed their own releasing mechanisms via the Temporary 
Absence Program, the use of National Day Parole virtually 
vanished. British Columbia seems to have made a concerted 
effort to implement the concept of community corrections and 
gradual release. 

The Province of Alberta 
Day Parole in Alberta 
As shown in Table 2.2, Day Parole issued to inmates 


in Alberta prisons represented 41.3 per cent of all Day 
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Paroles granted by the National Parole Board in Canada. Of 
all the Provinces, Alberta made the most use of National Day 
Parole as a means of implementing gradual release. The first 
Day Parole was issued in 1968 and the program mushroomed in 
1970. The peak year was 1972 and there has been a slight 
decrease in the use of Day Parole since then, although to the 
end of 1974, correctional officials in Alberta have continued 
to make extensive use of Day Parole. 

There were six Provincial correctional facilities in 
Alberta: Peace River Correctional Institution, Fort Saskatche- 
wan Correctional Institution, Belmont Rehabilitation Center, 
Bowden Institutel2, Calgary Correctional Institution and 
Lethbridge Correctional Institution. Each facility made 
varying use of Day Parole. 

The National Parole Board does not have data available 
showing.the use of Day Parole from each facility. Perusal 
of the Alberta Corrections Annual Reports produces a con- 
flicting and/or confusing picture of Day Parole at each prison. 

In order to determine the use of Day Parole at each 
prison, the author reviewed a publication at the Edmonton 
Parole Service Office. This. document has been published 
monthly since October, 1971 and, among other items, includes 
a list of all Provincial Day Parolees under the authority of 
the District Representative of the National Parole Service 
at Edmonton) at month end. Although this list is not com- 
pletely accurate, it does represent the best source of data 
about Day’ Parole at each prison. © Table 2.5 presents this 


data. 


10 .ebenad. ne brage Sheen? ganai3an, a 
(ad ledosien 40 su teom ont sham esigdl 
teri eat seemelon faubeap hone an 
ne bemuotdedm mexyoxg and. bee Gari nk, Lae 
SApife ss "eed ner agg bas Vel eew 2 oy sen 
odf,o2 devodtis ,cedd sanie Shore ysd. Yo wiasanee 
heunisjnoa ever edzsarh nie aleioie Lenokgoeat0> » 
.pLorbd vsd Jo seu one 
ni esi}ilros? Lenoid>ersoo Letdaivead tig exow asad 
~edasehee? ta0? <¢q@kiyd taenE ee 
»tetned nelind Hgdadae, thonited soidudid ent 
ues noituo ident sn eens 
sien vtiliost mond Np kiud idan’ Lenoiteex3) 8 
i 1s Shas get 20) eeu 
sidaiteye 6I@b ey erl Jom senk “baa0d elosey Henokaon 9dr 
lequieS .ydibioet doas mor? otore4 Spd. To. seus sit on 
i109 8 esouboag: 2d toqgen Lounna ancidoazae) sdaedLA ods 9 
‘nosiad daw ds aleged ved Yo) ony Join: i sutnop ‘va \bn 6 enti — 
dane fp aionstiysd: ta Sau aad eeimreteb QJ asb1¢9 al, ane r 
he snombss. end de nnidesel dug B- bewoi vex sordus srt «noe iz 
bight setas aged a6H Inamaed. alt 808TH soivaee, vionit = 
eobul ani qanets s4ftto phome bas ENCE .19dod00- sanie, yLddaom 
16 yd Fuca odd atabAl sestere4 yed Lsianivead {Le to tories 7 
achnuee efore% fanorie edi Yo aviteinsesigea torrseid od } 
—mao pHs ei tei eit) dpuedtiA .bne dinem 38 notnombY $e. 
Dials 20 edtuer fasd, aft Jngasiqex ascb hia ssteuoe \Letasa 
ardie CIEE: 


eee 
P* ae ie, i 


iaT, wee ‘doae de aloted ysd duods 


i: P | iF | jhe cogs 


ya 


Bot Z = 2 6° + £°6 S Z°S8 94 7S GL ae 390 
Gyo ae sk = = 0°9 ¢ osy Z 0°88 vay} 0¢ 71 "des 
- = = 3 . = = = G00 ko ave 7¢ yL aunt 
tag Ose = = 6°R GI 6°T T 2°76 0206697 ZS pL *reW 
a : 2 S = = Cay T 8°56 Ce 0Z él oped 
c = % = = E Cnc T L° 16 ZY ay) Tine Me eh ls 
2 = SHS Liss = 2 Car ¢ 0° S8 7¢ Ov ¢£ eunc 
S = Cone ac CPG. aes Cay Z ish 17 81 cL “rey 
= = Ge | -T Ge ok Tu Z 1°28 Ca. 8Z Zig 98d 
- = ce pegs Se Me L°9 ¢ 9° oy, = He Gt ZL *34daS 
: 3 wT ot he eld LEE Y 6uo9° £72 9¢ oi BeUne 
= peo = ok 1 9°¢ Z Eee 9¢ ZL 460° Tew 
ae ee ye wT Zak 00S O°L Z OX0L oe O< 62 tf ae” 33d 
. = es Si i a L°8 Z 9-73 = 61 CL af &° 290 
65 J Ds J 0% 3 2 es 4 

USHLO N3am0g “SYS “14 YaATY 3JOV3d INOW 139 310uvd AVG 

NO WW1lOl 31 Va 


Se 


S3LVG GN3-HLNOW G3L9373S LV NOTLALILSNI AQ 
“301440 JDIAYSS 310NVd NOLNOWG3 JHL 40 ALIYOHINY JHL YSGNN S3310YNVd AVG 


Ca Ate VE 


; 
s 
E 
3ue : 
ue 


mam So OP) oa ty WE ee ot 
@ 1 . . - * * 
no & he a 
ise iat 
Ra aR Es SEN a eee 


~ 32°C 


98 eas 
29  260°0 
ots 
a2- 8 
a + 
ye*e 


ictal meee ees | 


29 saa 


F 


ca 


Bins 


As Table 2.5 shows, most Day Paroles issued in the 
northern half of the Province are granted to inmates at the 
Belmont Rehabilitation Center at Edmonton. This facility is 
by far the most active one in terms of the use of Day Parole. 
Just how it compares to Day Parole at Calgary or Lethbridge 
could not be determined. The category "Other" includes Day 
Parole granted to inmates who had been transferred to other 
centers such as Henwood (a residential alcoholism treatment 
center) and McDougall House (a half-way house for dona BP. 

It is possible to compare the use of Day Parole at 
Belmont with Day Paroles issued from all other facilities in 
theiProvince. Sinte’ 1971, officials: at Belmont have recorded 
data about the Day Parole Program separately from other events 
there. lable 2.6 provides~an approximate comparison of the 
number of Day Paroles granted during a fiscal year at Belmont 
with the number of Day Paroles granted during the nearest 
calendar year throughout the Province. 

As. Table 2.6 indicates, most Day Paroles granted in 
the province were granted to inmates at Belmont. By 1974, 
nearly three-quarters of all Day Parolees in Alberta were 
inmates at Belmont. 

In summary, the Belmont Rehabilitation Center at 
Edmonton operated the largest Day Parole Program of any 
correctional facility in the Province. Correctional officials 
in Alberta, in co-operation with officials of the National 
Parole Service, made extensive use of Day Parole, particularly 


from Belmont. 
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TABLE 2.6 


DAY PAROLES GRANTED FROM BELMONT 
AND THROUGHOUT THE PROVINCE OF ALBERTA, 


1971-1974 

Total Day Paroles Granted Day Paroles Granted From 
Throughout Province Belmont 
YEAR fF YEAR 7 70 
v7 1 S609" L9v AEF 2 ZAG DOR 2 
1972 404 1972-73 jae) Done 
1779 B29 1973-74 240 12%9 
1974 oN, 1974-75 264 13°29 


Temporary Absence in Alberta 


The Corrections Act of Albertal4 and subsequent 
amendments through 1974 do not specify the manner in which 
the Temporary Absence provisions of the Prisons and Reforma- 
tories Act are to be applied. MThe Correctional Regulations 
of 197114 and subsequent amendments do not deal directly with 
TA's. There is mention, however, of using temporary absences 
Permit for admissions to hospitals (Section 19) as well as 
charging room and board to an inmate who is on TA for the 
purpose of employment (Section 37 (2)). Part Three of the 
Corrections Act contains provisions for the establishment of 
Work Training Programs outside a correctional institution 
but these provisions have not been construed in terms of 


gradual release. 
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The policy of the Corrections Services has been to 
allow institutional directors to authorize TA's for up to a 
period of five days while the Director of Corrections can 
authorize TA's for six to fifteen days. Traditionally, 
correctional officials in Alberta have used TA's for medical 
reasons, family visits, weekend passes, pre-release and 
other short term purposes. Correctional statistics in 
Alberta do not identify the purpose for the absence but some 
light is thrown on the matter in the 1971-1972 Annual Report 
(p.15). Temporary Absence permits issued from the Lethbridge 
Correctional Institution totalled 471, of which 450 (95.5 
per cent) were for three days or less. Correctional officials 
in Alberta have generally relied on National Day Parole to 
provide the releasing authority for inmates seeking daily 
absences for employment or educational purposes. In some 
cases, TA's have been authorized before and/or after the 
granting of Day Parole for facilitating the inmate's parti- 
Cipation in a community-based activity. 

In summary, the vehicle for implementing gradual 
release in Alberta through 1974 has clearly been the National 
Parole Board's Day Parole. Chapter Three of this Study takes 
an in-depth look at Day Parole as operated from the most 
active releasing facility, the Belmont Rehabilitation Center. 

The Province of Saskatchewan 
Day Parole in Saskatchewan 
Table 2.2 indicated that this Province made very 


limited use of the Federal Day Parole services to get inmates 
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into community-based activities. 1968 and 1969 proved to be 
the most active years in terms of Day Parole. All other 
times showed little or no use of Day Parole. 
Temporary Absence in Saskatchewan 

Literature Review 

MacDonald (1968) provides the information about 
temporary absence authorized by Provincial Correctional 
officials in Saskatchewan and he credits Saskatchewan with 
the first work-release legislation in Canada. Davies et al 
(1972:19) note that the Corrections Act of Saskatchewan in 


19671? was preceded by the Corrections Act of Manitoba in 


1966 but "Only Saskatchewan took advantage of this legislation 


based on their definition of a ‘work training' program with 
every person serving a sentence at a correctional institution 
eligible to participate". MacDonald notes that Part IV of 
the Saskatchewan Corrections Act dealt with "Work Training" 
programs and although such programs were generally restricted 
to inmates serving sentences for offences against Provincial 
Statutes, Section 28 (1) held that everyone under sentence in 
a correctional facility was eligible to participate in the 
work training program. The legislation defined work training 
as a privilege involving obtaining employment, continuing 
employment, self-employment and attending an educational 
center. The employer was required to forward the inmate's 
total earnings to the! director of the correctional center and 
the earnings are to be disbursed "in an order of priority 


patterned on the Wisconsin Huber Law (p.509). This law, 
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enacted in tigers ita U.S.A. in 1913, is generally held to be 
the earliest of all work-release legislation and according to 
MacDonald, the distribution of earnings followed the order 

of room and board, transportation costs to and from work, 
payment of fines and restitutions, family support, debts and 
finally savings for release from the institution (p.506). 

In addition to briefly outlining Saskatchewan's 
Work-Release legislation, MacDonald made proposals for Canada- 
wide Work-Release legislation featuring judicial authority 
for judges to sentence offenders to Work-Release, Federal and 
Provincial administrative selection for Work-Release, and full 
time Work-Release administrators. 

Despite two written requests for information 
concerning Day Parole/Work-Release in Saskatchewan, the 
authorndid not ‘receive’ a reply. As a*result, this part of the 
Study is unavoidably incomplete. 

In summary, Saskatchewan has not made much use of 
Day Parole. Although it is understood that this Province 
does in fact operate an extensive Employment Temporary Absence 
Program, data about the program was not available for inclusion 
inl this. Studyr 

‘The Province of Manitoba 
Day Parole In Manitoba 
Table 2.2 shows that Manitoba has an active Day 
Parole Program, second only to Alberta. Day Parole in 
Manitoba saw increased popularity in 1969 and its use peaked 
in 1971. Since then the use of National Day Parole has re- 


mained extensive. 
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Temporary Absence in Manitobalé 


Although it initially appeared that Manitoba did not 
have a Temporary Absence or Day Parole Program, it was later 
learned that such a program was in fact well established. In 
addition to the use of Day Parole to implement a program of 
gradual release, correctional officials in Manitoba also use 
Provincial Temporary Absences. The Manitoba Corrections Act, 
196617, allowed the Minister to authorize an absence to attend 
any school or other rehabilitation treatment or training!8, 
In addition, Part IV of the Act authorized Work-Release 
Programs allowing inmates to obtain employment, continue 
employment, conduct his own business or attend an educational 
institution!?, In 1970, the Work-Release provisions were 
repealed29 and Manitoba presently replies on the provisions 
dealing with Establishment of Programs21 where the Minister 
or his delegate may establish programs of temporary absence 
for the purpose of education or employment. 

Literature Review 

The best available account of Day Parole and Employ- 
ment Absences in Manitoba has been prepared by Davies et al 
(1972). Using a standardized interview schedule, they 
examined eight broad areas of interest regarding Day Parole 
iieenat “Provinee:: 

es The objectives of Day Parole 
Die Factors affecting eligibility 
ore The nature of selection and assessment 


The Documentation 
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5 is Supervision 

6. Staffing 

73 Facilities and resources 

8. Resident's (inmate) financing 
The researchers surveyed 157 respondants, including 87 
residents (inmates), 61 institutional staff and 9 National 
Parole Service Officers. The responses were tabulated in 
terms of response category and institutional location. The 
responses were presented in table form using frequencies, 
per centages and modes together with certain narrative 
accounts. In addition to making interpretations and drawing 
conclusions from their data, the researchers offered program 
recommendations. The data for the Manitoba study was 
collected from December, 1972 to February, 1973. 

The setting for Day Parole in Manitoba is its four 
adult. male.correctional institutions, the forestry camps, 
and the Day Release Center in Winnipeg (p.4-5). Thirty- 
seven (42.5%) of the residents surveyed were on Day Parole 
while 9 (10.3%) were on Employment Absences (p.43). The re- 
maining 41 (47.2%) residents were either awaiting Day Parole, 
had been denied Day Parole by the National Parole Board or 
had their Day Paroles revoked by the Parole Board. The 
residents either lived at one of the correctional institutions, 
or the Day Release Center or in the community (p.5). 

At. the. time of the study,,..the average. age of the 
residents was 27.8 years with 64.2: per cent within the 18-25 


year range. The average age of the institutional staff was 
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39.5 years. Most of the residents were single; most of the 
staff were married (p.40). The average length of sentence 
was 9.8 months. By examining the criminal records of the 
residents, the researchers found that 88.5 per cent had a 
previous criminal conviction, 65.1 per cent had been in prison 
before, 32.9 per cent had been on full parole before, and 23 
per cent had been on Day Parole before (p.41). The length 
of Day Parole ranged from two weeks to eight months and the 
average length of Day Parole varied among the four institu- 
tions - 4.2 months at two of the institutions, 6.4 months at 
a third and 5.0 months at the fourth (p.41). 

Of the 46 residents granted Day Parole or Employment 
TA's, the researchers found 51.4 per cent were working, 16.6 
per cent were attending educational facilities, 6.6 per cent 
were taking vocational training, and 135.3 per cent were 
looking for work (p.42). 

Ini terms: of “the Go-yective’ ‘om Day “Paroles *the 
researchers found the staff designated rehabilitation as the 
main objective while the residents most frequently indicated 
financial aspects (p.46). The categories available were 
Financial, Education, Family, Rehabilitation, Negative 
Statements towards Correctional System and Other. The 
researchers felt these differences reflected the different 
frames of reference of residents and staff. The residents 
were thought to see finances in terms of their immediate 
needs such as financial security, future employment or family 


support whereas the staff were thought to see the Day Parole 
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Program in terms of gradual return to society, learning 
personal responsibility and developing regular work or study 
habits (p.47). 

In their survey of factors affecting eligibility, 
the researchers categorized the responses as Feasibility of 
Plan, Employment and Education, Type of crime and Record and 
Attitude of Applicant, Family and Community. They found that 
the residents believed eligibility was largely based on their 
own attitude. the correctional officials pointed less 
frequently to the resident's attitude and behavior within the 
institution and more frequently to items such as criminal 
record and type of crime. Again these differences were held 
to reflect differing frames of reference. Residents tended 
to view Day Parole as a reward and privilege based on proper 
attitude and behavior whereas correctional authorities were 
more concerned with factors such as risk and the community 
reaction to certain offenders (p.52). The authors conclude 
that the residents' emphasis on attitude and their apparent 
lack of concern for items such as previous record, type of 
crime or feasibility of plan reflects "the expectations placed 
on them by the staff members of the institution with whom 
they have a considerable amount of contact and who are con- 
cerned primarily with the elements of control within the 
institution" (p.102). 

The selection and assessment procedures usually 
"required a resident to first obtain some initial information 


and then become involved in a formal interview regarding his 
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i@ithrect in Day Parole" (p.54). The researchers found that 
the initial information about Day Parole was most frequently 
obtained from the Correction Officers who then directed the 
resident to the proper authorities. The institutions social 
service staff provided some initial information but were more 
involved in the formal assessment of the Day Parole appli- 
cation. The Parole Officers had limited initial contact but 
greater involvement later with formal assessment and 
recommendation (p.60). Staff and residents alike seemed to 
view the selection and assessment process in terms of the 
stage of the proceedings with which they were involved. The 
residents tended to pick out definite periods of time while 
the staff were reluctant to view the process so definitely 
(p.102). 

By reviewing the documentation and actual paper work 
involved in a Day Parole application, the researchers found 
a variety of procedures and pieces of information upon which 
a recommendation for or against Day Parole is made (p.63). 
There were letters from family and friends; recommendations from 
Courts and Probation Reports; resident's application forms; 
reports from various parts of the correctional institution 
such as work supervisor, correction officer, classification 
officer, counsellors; psychologist; police reports; criminal 
record; and reports from the National Parole Service Officer. 
Applications could be channelled through institutional 
personnel or forwarded directly to the National Parole Board. 


The researchers were not able to identify a clear 
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delineation of roles regarding the supervison of Day Parolees 
bes <del The institutional counsellors, administrators and 
correction officers were all involved in varying degrees and 
kinds of involvement. So too with the National Parole Service, 
"Although the National Parole Service at Winnipeg and Brandon 
had overriding authority over Day Parolees, they generally 
leave the day to day supervision up to institutional personnel" 
(p.71). The researchers found a noteable difference between 
correctional officials and residents over the issue of the 
availability of counselling or therapy services for day 
parolees, with residents reporting much less counselling 
available than the institutional staff felt existed (p.74). 
They were not able to offer an explanation for the variation 
other than to cite differing perceptions and definitions or 
bias due to the small number of respondents. 

The authors conclude that "Basically counselling 
seems to be provided when required, without coercion, and at 
the request of the individual Day Parolee" CDE Taday 

All respondents reported that violations of Day Parole 
rules and regulations resulted in the Day Parole being revoked. 
In this regard, the residents were equally concerned about 
being back to the institution on time as well as their behavior 
in the community whereas the staff expressed more concern 
about the residents' behavior, not the time limitations 
(pj267))s- 

The researchers report the residents were somewhat 


dissatisfied with the facilities available for sleeping and 
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studying (p.90). These complaints seem to be the result of 
housing Day Parolees within an institution where security 
concerns are important. 

"When discussing problems in financing the residents 
generally referred to control of their own money as a serious 
concern" (p.97), especially the initial lack of funds. The 
staff, too, were reported to be concerned with the initial 
lack of money. 

The researchers observed a notable difference with 
respect to knowledge as to the difference between Day Parole 
and TA's as legal status. Most of the residents did not 
know of any difference between the terms other than in 
duration. TA's were generally issued for a shorter period 
than the period of Day Parole and TA's were used to initiate 
action for long range goals such as employment (p.136). The 
staff were well aware of the differences in function and 
source of authorization between Day Parole and TA (p.101). 

The survey by Davies et al provides a general des- 
cription of Day Parole in Manitoba and it illustrates the 
co-operation between the National Parole Board and Provincial 
correctional authorities in effecting a correctional strategy 
deemed worthwhile by both. This study represents the first 
effort to document the Day Parole Program in that Province. 
The survey did contribute to a better understanding of Day 
Parole especially in its efforts to survey inmates on Day 
Parole. Of particular note is the differing frameworks of 
reference on the part of staff and inmates as they view the 


Day Parole program. 
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The level of analysis of the responses and the 
relationships between variables was limited to the examination 
of percentage differences. As Anderson and Zelditch (1968: 
138) point out, this method of analysis is strongly in- 
fluenced by the relative frequency of the variables and the 
Manitoba study is particularly susceptible to this type of 
distortion. The Manitoba study is however, a valuable 
contribution to knowing and understanding Canadian Corrections 
through its narration as to the roles played by various parts 
in the operation of a Day Parole: Program and an examination 
of. some of the differences .in perspective between inmates and 
sitaf.f.. 

In summary, Manitoba has combined its Day Parole and 
Temporary Absence Programs to provide a well established 
program of gradual release. 

The Province of Ontario 

Day Parole in Ontario 

Table 2.2 has shown that Ontario has never made much 
use of Day Parole offered by the National Parole Board, with 
the slight.exception of the year 1969. 

Temporary Absence in Ontario 

The main reason why Ontario has not relied very much 
on Day Parole is that for over sixty years, correctional 
officials in this Province have tended to use their own 
authority to daily release selected inmates into the community 


for educational or employment purposes. 
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Literature Review 

Lavell (1926) provides the earliest account of 
Canada's first work-release program. Although the trend to 
Community Corrections, particularly gradual release, is often 
thought to be a contemporary phenomenon, Lavell's book is 
evidence that gradual release was a major concern at least in 
some correctional circles even before the 1920's. Lavell 
refers to the concern for innocent dependents of prisoners 
who should be saved suffering as much as possible (p.85). He 
mentions experiments, especially in the United States, where 
prisoners work for a fair wage and support their dependents, 
thereby lessening much undeserved punishment to innocent 
wives and families. 

Lavell reports that inmates in Provincial 
institutions at that time were usually serving less. than 
seven months, most were unskilled, many were undisciplined 
and untrained and they could not come anywhere near meeting 
the cost of their imprisonment (p.87). 

Lavell then discusses the background to the Extra 
Mural Permit System im Untaria, @ forerunner to rts present 
Temporary Absence Program. In 1913, on an experimental 
basis, certain prison, omticials allowed selected anmates 
"outside during the day to work for neighboring farmers and 
paid the wages to the needy families" (p.87). At first, 
approval for this practice was obtained from the Provincial 
Secretary of the Government. 


In 1916, amendments to the Federal Prisons and 
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Reformatories Act?2 "gave to the Lieutenant-Governor the 
right to order this legally as a policy and for some time a 
few prisoners were able to assist their families in this way" 
(p.87-88). A number of difficulties, such as accommodation, 
availability of jobs and increased responsibilities for the 
institution served to end this practice. 

In its place came the 1920 Extra Mural Permit 
System where a commissioner was appointed to make recommenda- 
tions to the Lieutenant-Governor for the granting of Extra 
Mural Permits to inmates. A period of five years was set to 
implement and evaluate the program. The scheme was designed 
mainly for men and in the first five years, 1,149 male 
inmates received Permits. Lavell describes the program this 
way: 

"Their offences were of all kinds. The 

commissioner placed some of them in the 

local gaol or other place of safe 

custody each night, and the inmate on 

permit was allowed outside each day to % 

earn wages for his family. Ina large 

number of cases the inmate was allowed 

to go home each night but had to be in- 

Side early every evening. A local 

custodian was appointed in each case who 

had legal powers of custody on behalf of 

the commissioner. Each inmate allowed a 

permit remained on the books of the 

institution and continued his status as 

an inmate subject to its rules, regu- 

lations and discipline so far as a 

applicable" (p.90). 
Lavell reports that with few exceptions the police, Courts 
and other citizens approved of the commissioner's actions. 


Most of those granted permits were married men with dependents 


who were cared for by municipalities, the Salvation Army and 
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other agencies. Those on Permit took the burden of their 
dependents off the shoulders of the municipalities and 
others (p.90-91). 

In discussing the Permit System’ in terms of 
lessened punishment and deterrent effect, Lavell points out 
that the System increases the punishment and deterrent effect 
in many cases in that it is easier for an offender to dis- 
appear from the community and serve his sentence than to 
return earlier to a community that knows he is under strict 
supervision Gctegaiyn 

Lavell reports that an inmate on Permit who com- 
mitted new offences or escaped was deemed a failure and that 
the failure rate was less than five percent (p.92). 

Inel926(acreview- of “the “first five “years “of oper- 
ation was made and it was decided to continue the experiment. 

Anderson (1957) also discusses Ontario's Extra 
Mural Permit System, LOPS \te! WIS2F+ Using “a Wistorrcal “and 
biographical approach, he relied on official records and the 
private writings of Dr. Alfred E. Lavell, the man who 
formalized and operated the Permit System almost singlehand- 
edly. Anderson discusses Lavell's family background (his 
father was a Medical Doctor at the Kingston Penitentiary) and 
his early interest in penology (he was active in the Prisoner's 
Aid Group and was appointed a member of Ontario's Parole. 
Commission in 1919) (Chapter I). The early history of 
Ontario's prison system, with its legal complexities (four 


separate laws dealing with the penal community) and its 
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reliance on punishment, religious instruction, farm work and 
contract labor where the profits were for the benefit of 
society, is explored (Chapters II and III). Lavell challenged 
the old penal philosophy of treating all prisoners the same. 
He supported the idea of individual treatment where the prison 
| experience was intended to render a prisoner fit for return 
to society. Lavell assumed responsibility for the Permit 
System in 1919 and saw it as a very good way of allowing in- 
dividual treatment (Chapter IV). 

Anderson credits the idea of the Permit System to 
Rev. W.F. Findlay, Superintendent of the Langstaff Prison 
Farm in 1913 (p.95). Concerned with the problems of 
prisoners' families, Findlay placed selected prisoners in the 
employ of local farmers and the wages were used to support 
the=prisoners' family. For security reasons the prisoners 
returned nightly:to the»sinstitution. »* This procedure: was 
continued for the next seven years. It was very much a 
localized program and represented less than five per cent of 
the total prisoner population in Ontario during that time. 
The program was rather inefficient, informal, poorly recorded 
and suffered from a lack of clear policy guidelines and 
questionable legality. 

When Lavell assumed responsibility for the program, 
he widened the Langstaff experiment to the whole Province. 
In an effort to clarify the uncertain authority of the Lang- 


staff program, the Extra Mural Permit Act of 1921 was passed. 


Even though the Federal Department of Justice questionned the 
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legality of the Act, Lavell worked out an informal 
"gentleman's agreement" with senior officials of the Justice 
Department enabling prisoners serving sentences for offences 
against Federal statutes to be considered provisionally 
eligible to participate in the Permit System (p.44). Parti- 
Cipation meant the prisoner remained "on the books" of the 
institution and subject to its rules and regulations, even 
though some prisoners were allowed to stay at home each 
night. Other prisoners reported nightly to a local lock-up 
or to the volunteer custodial officers such as the local law 
enforcement personnel. Those prisoners not returning nightly 
to an institution were required to report twice a month to 
the governing Parole Commission. Their earnings were devoted 
to a specific purpose, agreed upon before hand by the 
prisoner and the Parole Commission (p.46). 

In terms of selection, ar:prisoner was referred: to 
the Commission. At first these referals came from the 
prisoner himself, his friends and family and from custodial 
officials. As the system gained credibility, the Courts and 
Police made referrals. Usually Lavell investigated the 
circumstances, made a decision and applied to the Commission 
for approval. It seems the official approval by the 
Commission was virtually automatic. Lavell put few of his 
policies on paper yet in his selection criteria he had a 
fairly definite frame of reference. Orientals, operators of 
disorderly houses, robbery, indecency, driving while intoxi- 


cated and others showing "fundamental weaknesses of character" 
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were excluded. Female prisoners were not given a high 
priority - Lavell felt they frequently were either sub- 
normal or immoral but deserved a chance (p.59). Young 
offenders who he felt only needed a tast of prison and those 
serving relatively short seuteaaas (usually more than three 
months but not long terms) were given serious consideration. 
In his decision - making process, neee wi relied on information 
from the institution, the prisoner's former environment and 
a personal interview. He depended heavily on his personal 
estimation, conditioned to a degree by the moral attitude of 
the community toward certain crimes plus the inability or 
Praise oqueas of some prisoners to understand or abide by 
the regulations. 

Anderson documents the opinion of the public 
regarding the Permit System. MThe Ontario Board of Parole 
initially resisted the System but gradually grew to support 
it. The Courts supported the System, thanks to Lavell's 
argument that it was not interfering with the sentence of 
the Court. To gain and maintain police support, Lavell would 
not grant a permit against their advice. The newspapers did 
not find the System sufficiently newsworthy and the general 
public was basically apathetic and unconcerned (p.72). 

The matter of success and failure of the System 
was measured only in terms of safe dad Ca: The «coneept of 
rehabilitation was side-stepped and treated only as a fringe 
benefit (p.74). A failure represented a prisoner who 


escaped or committed a new crime while out on the Permit. 
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Lavell was of ae opinion that a person's conduct following 
his release from custody in no way reflected tpon the success 
or failure of the Permit System. In the first five years of 
operation (1920-1925), a total of 1,183 prisoners (1,149 
males and 34 females) were released. Thirty-six prisoners 
(thirty males and six females) escaped. Twenty prisoners 
(nineteen males and one female) committed new crimes. The 
overall failure rate was given at five per cent (three per 
cent for males and twenty per cent for females). The 1,149 
male prisoners served a total of 101,739 days on their 
Permits, saved the public an estimated $100,000.00 in main- 
tenance costs and paid $245,000.00 to themselves and their 
Families. The total cost of the operation of the System was 
held to be $4,000.00 (p.77)% 

Anderson documents the struggle for power that 
occurred between. those, like Lavell, who supported a "treat- 
ment™ philosophy and those in higher civil service who 
favored a "get tough" policy. The year 1927 seems to be the 
turning point at which time the latter forces prevailed (p.79). 
The Board of Parole assumed many of Lavell's discretionary 
powers, new Board members were not as committed to the idea 
of the System as previous members, Permit failures were 
dramatized and rumors of corruption appeared. In January, 
1932 Lavell was transferred to the position of Provincial 
Historian and by May of that year the Permit System ceased 
to operate (p.91). 


Anderson concludes that the failure of the Permit 
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System was due in large part to Lavell's failure to delegate 
authority or to train a successor (p.92). Ironically, it is 
this feature, Lavell's Ssinglehanded devotion to the idea, 
that was instrumental in its initiation and expansion. The 
benefits were assessed in security and financial terms - the 
Community was not seriously endangered and it saved in the 
cost of maintaining a man and his family while he was in 
prison (p.97). Anderson argued that the Permit System could 
also operate (in 1957) with the emphasis on rehabilitation, 
with the extensive use of vocational training, using 
psychological and psychiatric factors in selection and the 
expanded use of after-care services for follow-up and 
guidance (p.102-104). 

Anderson's study dealt with what appears to be the 
first Day Parole Program in Canada. Its operation ceased in 
1932 largely due to the reappearance in policy-making circles 
of a "get tough" policy in so far as the handling of offenders 
was concerned2%. This policy seems. to have prevailed, at 
least in Ontario, until August, 1969, when an amendment24 to 
the Federal Prisons and Reformatories Act allowed the release 
of Provincial prisoners for periods of time up to fifteen 
days for humanitarian reasons or rehabilitative purposes. 

The Province of Ontario immediately implemented a temporary 
absence scheme that provided a variety of ways to temporarily 
release sentenced prisoners in Provincial institutions. In 
this regard, the Program was “primarily concerned with 


providing prisoners with work or educational opportunities 
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which it would be impractical to duplicate within the walls 
of the institution. The alternative procedure described are 
not conceived of as a substitute for probation or parole but 
are intended to be an additional selective resource for the 
correctional treatment of offenders". (Fox, 1971:51). 

The basic structure of the present Ontario 
Temporary Absence Program allows an inmate to apply for a 
series of daily absences for work or educational purposes. 
Certain officials of the Ministry of Correctional Services 
are designated by the Lieutenant-Governor in Council to 
authorize the temporary absence of an inmate for medical or 


humanitarian reasons or to assist in his rehabilitation2°. 


Facts and Figures 

The Ministry of Correctional Services has gathered 
a series of statistics about their program26, Table 2.7 
provides an overview of the use of TA's in Ontario since the 
Program began. 

Table 2.7 reveals that the Correctional officials 
have been rather reluctant to grant applications for the six 
to fifteen day absence. They have approved slightly more 
than one-quarter of such applications while approving slightly 
more than one-half of the applications for other types of 
TA's. The completion rates are quite high for the Short Term 
and six to fifteen day applications, somewhat less for 
Employment TA applications and noteably lower for the 
Education absences. Educational absences had the highest 


revocation rates. 
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On a more recent note, a total of 28,058 absences 
have been granted from August 26, 1969 to January 31, 1975. 
27,129 were deemed to have completed the absence success- 
fully - an overall Ssuecess’ rate of 9647 per -rcent.a Four 
hundred and ninety-two (1.8 per’ cent) were revoked and 432 
(1.5 per cent) were withdrawn for reasons such as termination 
of employment and less serious violations. From August 26, 
1969 to January 31, 1975 the Ministry of Correctional Services 
have learned that 33 (0.11 per cent) inmates on TA were 
convicted of. further criminal offences. 

Since the program started operation, there has been 
a rather steady overall revocation rate despite the 
continuing |rate“of rexpansion., JtJhere-.is, a,noteable difference, 
however, in the revocation rates between long term aubeneee 
such as employment and education and the short term absences. 
During=the-fiscal, year 1973-1974, the revocation trate for 
educational absences was 13 per cent; for 1974-1975, the 
revocation rate was 7 per cent. The 1973-1974 revocation 
rate for employment TA’s, wasa@/ sper cenk; the 1974-1975 revo- 
cation{ rate was 5.:1 per cent. For short’ term) absences: the 
revocation rate in 1973-1974 was 0.7 per cent and 0.6 per 
eent im 197424975). the Ministry is not todgsurphised’ at this 
finding and points to the longer time period of the Employment 
and Educational Absences in which persons may act out. 

The Ministry has kept record of financial matters 
relative to certain periods of the Program. jabde 2.8 


presents this data. 
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Table 2.8 indicates that the average earnings for an 
inmate on Employment TA at some time during the period ex- 
amined would be about $941.00. The room and board deductions 
represent 5.8 per cent of the estimated earnings while the 
estimated family support represents approximately 32.4 per 
cent of the estimated earnings. This would seem to indicate 
that correctional officials and the men on employment TA with 
dependents make a considerable effort to contribute to the 
aupport,of their families. 

In addition to datatabout the finanetal aspects of 
employment TA's, it was possible to present some data about 
the employment aspects of these TA's. This is done in Table 


209% 


From Table 2.9 a number of conclusions can be drawn 
about the Employment TA Program. Figure 2.1 shows average 
numbers of days worked per man during the ten month period. 

Figure 2.1 shows the range of average number of days 
worked per man per month to be from a low of 10.9 days to a 
high of 14.8 days, with an overall average for tkhe.period. of 
12.9 days. worked per month. Based on a five-day work week, 
a calendar month of 30 days would have approximately 22 
working days. Using these figures, it would appear that 
during the ten month period the men on Employment TA's 
worked only approximately 13 days out of a possible 22 days 
each month, or 59 per cent of the time available. [Illness 
would account for some of the time not worked but an 


additional explanation would seem to be that there were many 
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men on Employment TA's who were not able to locate or hold a 


job. 
TABLE OZ. 9. 

EMPLOYMENT DATA OF ONTARIO INMATES 

7 ON EMPLOYMENT TA's 
MONTH NO. ON MAN DAYS AVERAGE NO. OF DAYS 

WORK TA WORKED WORKED PER MAN* 

Apr... 74 195 2,456 TZ 6 
May 74 210 25934 LO 
June 74 226 2987-0 Dah 
July 74 225 Zo Te 10.9 
Aug. 74 218 +, O99 Ne Aye 
Sept. 74 209 2991 1 plea Z 
Cet. 74 300 Dh. Oe are 
Nov. 74 Zit 3,354 137.0 
Dec. 274 248 . 3,685 14.8 
Jan. = 45 282 - M47 12-6 
TOTAL he! DL DOS Zoe 


*Calculation: Man Days Worked : Number of Men on Work TA 
Source: Reference Material, Temporary Absence Program. 

The data in Figure 2.1 lends itself to examination 
on a seasonal basis, despite the missing data from February 
and March. During the "warm" months (June, July, August, 
September and October) when there usually are more jobs 
available, the period's average number of days worked per 
man was 12.44 days. For the "cold" months (November, Decem- 
ber, January, April and May) the average number of days 


worked per man was 13,38. Using a slightly different 
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calendar arrangement, the period May to September had an 
average number of days worked per man of 12.58 while the 
period October to April had an average number of days worked 
per man of 13.24 days. While a clear-cut pattern is not in 
evidence in Figure 2.1, the mean calculations do show a 
slight trend indicating that men on Employment TA's tend to 
work more days in the winter season than in the summer 


season. 
FP GURE: 2.6.1 


AVERAGE NUMBER OF DAYS WORKED PER MAN 
PER MONTH ON EMPLOYMENT TA IN ONTARIO, 
APRIL, 1974 TO JANUARY, 1975 
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Figure 2.2 illustrates the approximate average monthly 
earnings of inmates on Employment TA during a ten month 
period. 

Figure 2.2 shows the range of approximate average 
monthly earnings to be from $318 to $452, with an overall 
average for the period of $387. The period June to October 


has an average monthly earning of $380 while the period 
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November to May has an average monthly earning of $394. The 
period May to September shows an average monthly earning of 
$384 while the period October to April shows an average 


monthly earning of $389. 


FIGURE 2iZ 


APPROXIMATE AVERAGE MONTHLY EARNINGS 
OF ONTARIO INMATES ON EMPLOYMENT TA, 
APRIL, 1974* TO JANUARY, 1975 
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The monthly estimated earnings ranged from $72,419.00 
to $122,238.00 with an average of $93,812.00. The average for 
the period June to October was $94,071.00 while the November 
to April average was $93,553.00. The May to eo ptenben aver- 
age was $87,641.00 and the October to April average was 
$99,983.00. While Figures 2.1 and 2.2 do not show well-defined 
seasonal variations, the mean calculations plus the presen- 
tation of average estimated earnings in one manner above 
(May - September/October - April) indicate that on several 
measures of the employment situation encountered by men on 
Employment TA, they fare somewhat better during the winter 
season than during the summer season. This would seem to be 


opposite the expected situation of more work in the summer 


any aeek, to pevraey « sia a ay 
Jo lias shane hesani ng as, 3 


e-. 
oO 
Ss 


QO, OLS, STR: aoa? bspnen Perna bai idedy 
to} specail edt 00 808 Rt Te, ope 
sodinaveit adi shed 00,640,008 eew “aados20 Pr pel ret 
~tsVvB sadesqse ot ‘qe oath oo. eee, tee ‘es spetevs: Laas 
aly spstave: takgh od 1 fedosod ent bas oo. 18a, vee wow 
ben i tab ito wore Jon. or cea bie. i.S cotwoil- otinw 00, 282, § ey 
neaetq af able nsthnsoaten negn ate enoidartey pai 
Sade senna ‘ane, Wie epminaee bes ad 2d ae: ‘epbreve to nb I 
Iaagbda ‘a dads ateoubnd OL raga - redo i a@\zedmied qae 1 yet) 
no fai ea paves noldady te tvamyetiors art Yo eorvensn 


aagntw, ong ont’ aa Haiivenine ene set at Snes 


| ad of meee bibow or 
ie ate ee ai ig i ae yo oe ep ‘adi 


82 


months than in the winter months. One possible explanation 
is that during the summer months, the labor market is flooded 
with students who are willing to take most any job for the 
summer, knowing they will be leaving it within a few months. 
Men who had been receiving Unemployment Insurance during the 
winter months may be more willing to work during the summer. 
Men in prison are often unskilled and have sporadic employ- 
ment histories. When the competition for jobs is high, such 
as during the summer months, it seems that inmates on 
Employment TA come out "second best". In the winter, when the 
competition for jobs is less, inmates on Employment TA's 
appear to have a better chance to locate, secure, and hold a 
job27. 

From Table 2.9 a number of calculations can be made 
to arrive at certain statistics concerning the Employment 
TA's from April, 1974 to January, 1975. For example: 


Sum_of Man Days Worked __ = Average Number of Days 


Activated Employment TA's Garted 
51.395 
aout S 31.4 days 


On the average, an inmate on Employment TA worked 31 days 


during the duration of his absence. 


Average No. of Days Worked During Absence = AGerncae: tonath 
Average No. of Days Worked Each Month of PRE meat 


TA 


31.4 days/TA ry 
12.9 days/month — es 
The average length of time an inmate was on Employment 


Temporary Absence was 2.43 months. 
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Total Estimated Earnings 


Number of Activated 
Employment TA's 


Approximate Average 
Earnings of Inmates 
on Employment TA 


acee ile ae - $941.00 


The approximate average earning of the inmates on Employment 


TA from April, 1974 to January, 1975 was $941.00. 


SVB R Oe AEN NOS ay f Average Daily Earnings 


Average Number of —~ 
Days Worked 


$941.00 
31.4 days 


= $30.00 per day 

On the average, the inmates on Employment TA from April, 1974 
to January, 1975 earned $30.00 per day. Based on a working 
day of eight hours, the inmates earned an average of $3.75 
per hour. 

To get some idea of the importance attached to the 
matter of family support, it is assumed that fifty-seven per 
cent of those on Employment TA (N=568) had dependents28, On 
the average then, they would each have contributed $535.00 to 
the support of their families. Given the fact that the 
approximate average earning was found to be $941.00, it would 
appear that the Ontario Correctional authorities placed a 
great deal of emphasis on this issue. 

Research Studies 

In addition to the statistical information maintained 
by the Ministry, there have Deen a number ef studies directed 
at Ontario Temporary Absence Program. 

Fox (1971) examined certain aspects of the Ontario 


TA Program during its first twelve months of operation and 
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he paid special attention to the first one hundred and 
seventy-five applicants. He found that the Head Office 
Committee overruled the recommendations of the institutional 
committees in 8.6 per cent of all applications. In each 
case an approved application was rejected. The Deputy, 
Minister confirmed all Head Office Committee recommendations 
(p.53). The time elapsed from application to decision 
ranged from one to fifty-seven days with a mean of thirteen 
days (p.53). Fox reports that of all the applications for 
work and educational release, 51.4 per cent were approved, 
with 52.2 per cent of the education applications approved 
and 47.8 per cent of the work applications approved (p.53-54). 
In terms of selection, the rules governing applications 
indicated that applicants with a history of violence, brutal- 
ity, arson, extensive drug use or alcoholism, sex offence or 
an escape record would normally not be given serious consid- 
eration. Fox found, however, that depending on these 
restricted categories between four per cent and nine per cent 
of all approved applications had such a history (p.54-55). 
The average age for work-release applicants was thirty-one 
years while the average age for education release applicants 
was twenty-two years. MThree-quarters of the work-release 
applicants were married and three-quarters of the education 
release applicants were single. "There was no significant 
difference in marital status or average age between those 
whose applications were accepted and those who were rejected. 


Nor were there substantial differences in average length of 
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sentence to be served" (p.54). 

Fox was able to examine the file sheets kept by the 
committees in considering the applications. He classified 
the most frequently given reasons for decision and concluded 
that 

"acceptance or rejection largely turns 

upon a favorable or unfavorable assess- 

ment (in the very broadest terms) of 

the applicant's personality, or upon a 

Simple affirmation that the programme 

is or is not likely to benefit him". 

(p.55) 
At that early stage of the implementation of the Program, the 
eriteria for selection and, rejection seemed to be ill-defined 
and variable between the committee members. 

In terms of the daily routine of inmates on Employ- 
ment and/or Education TA's, Fox reports that the participants 
leave the institution at times determined by the nature of 
their particular work or educational setting. They usually 
go by public transit busses and take a lunch plus a small 
spending allowance. Use of or possession of alcohol or drugs 
is prohibited and operating motor vehicles is not usually 
permitted. Upon returning to the institution the prisoners 
are stripped and searched (p.57). 

The average period of participation for those on 
educational leave was fourteen weeks and nine weeks for those 
on work-release. At the end of the study period, Fox found 
that 84 per cent of all those on educational leave and work- 


release had successfully completed or were still in the 


program. 5.5 per cent were revoked for misconduct either in 
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the community or in the institution and ten per cent did not 
participate even though their applications had been approved 
Cp.97)4 

The first thirty-seven prisoners on work-release from 
August, 1969 to June, 1970 earned a total of $20,618.00, with 
the average being $557.00 per man. The range of earnings was 
SeOSUOPLot $2559). 007" Fox “fotifd*that"s9 fer “cent °of “the 
earnings were used for room and board, 13 per cent for 
expenses such as lunch and transportation, 29 per cent for 
the support of dependents, 1 per cent towards debts and 18 
per cent to the inmate on release (p.59). 

Fox reports that the majority of the prisoners on 
work-release were unskilled or semi-skilled, with only 10 per 
cent in the managerial or professional occupation categories 
Gp PS9) } 

Of Jthe “44 ‘aetive “education leaves, 41 “per cent were 
enrolled in vocational training courses sponsored by the 
Federal Department of Manpower, 36 per cent in high school 
and 14 per cent at University (p.59). 

Fox ‘feels that "the decision to introduce educational 
and work-release was born of economic considerations and a 
déferalconcern to Wi tigate *thelsternlity of ‘prison life" 
and he concludes that the program is "a further example of 
the truism that the implementation, continuation or abandon- 
ment of innovative correctional programmes is still primarily 
determined by political or economic factors and the emotional 


reaction which we choose to call humanitarianism" (p.61). 
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Other researchers have examined Ontario's Temporary 
Absence Program. The study by Hug (1969) is apparently out 
of print and Currie (1973) dealt only with the short term 
absences. 

Crispino (1974) examined the benefits accrued as a 
consequence of participation on the employment Temporary 
Absence Program. "Benefits were looked at in the areas of 
employment, finances, social relationships and roles, and 
post-release criminality" (p.1). Crispino collected file 
data and conducted semi-structured interviews with fifty-four 
men. ee of these men were on the Employment TA 
while the remaining twenty-five had successfully completed 
their sentence and were interviewed after their release. 

In terms of the employment benefits, 78 per cent of 
those who had been working just prior to incarceration had 
this same job while on TA. 81 per cent of those who had 
previous work experience had the same or a similar job while 
on TA (p.10). A review of the types of jobs before and 
while on TA revealed that three-quarters were non-laboring 
jobs) anddcthatd:the Programe didi mot caters to a, select: few,in 
the white-collar, skilled categories (p.1l). 85 per cent 
remained in the same occupational category as before 
sentence and 15 per cent changed category to a less skilled 
category. Crispino concludes: 

"While the T.A.P. can help in sustaining 

some kind of job stability for those 

continuing at their regular jobs while on 

the Program, at the same time it appears 

that it tends not to offer advanced employ- 

ment possibilities for those participants 
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Another benefit concerned whether participants on TA 
continued with their jobs after release. From the post- 
release group, it was learned that 96 per cent continued 
working at the same job after release. At an average period 
of five and one half weeks after discharge, 92 per cent were 
working. A total of 64 per cent had the same job before, 
during and after ,.1T.A.P..(p.13~-14),. 

In terms of the financial benefits, the participants 
cited financial considerations most frequently as the reason 
for wanting to go to TA. Fifty-seven per cent of the sample 
were married; 48 per cent had at least one child. The average 
weekly gross income for those with the same/similar job on 
T.A.P. as before was $160.00. Those on a different job 
earned an average of $114.00 per week. The average length of 
participation on T.A.P. was 10.2 weeks and each man contri- 
buted roughly $204.00 for room and board (p.15). Of the 
total sample, 46 per cent sent money home, 63 per cent put 
money into savings, and ll per cent made weekly payments on 
existing debts (p.16). Fifty per cent of the families were 
totally dependent on the, earnings .of the -J..AsP. participants 
(p.18). Seventy per cent of the men were able to pay off at 
least some of their debts while on the program (p.19). Twelve 
of the participants' families were receiving public assistance 
before going on TA. Only two remained so once the TA was 
activated and none of the families of the post-release group 
were on welfare after the inmates release (p.20). 


In terms of savings, the amount ranged from $18.00 


AT. mG», ssieictoasiieal om » bans 10 
-deoy end: mort ceaveoted ner 1, whos 
bgunkdtiols thes wag ae. Sad: bontsal saw dt a 

boiveq egeteve ne 4A ssegeban sete dot ones, end 

arow theo vie Te _ ogrartaeib! sede Reverie aperne 

(ste ted dol eres add bed drew pace ee 
Ube tig) wv Kel 10370, baeneN 

etnagiatineg ads penn ‘Ishonent?. oda taiiaat kip 

noess1 sft eo yltnsppert Jaom’ anoisetsbienoo foie 

eile add Io ta90 Teg AewOe+Y~ITET) . AP. naenoapeng 
epesovs ont vbhido. ano tessl te bed jad | req, 34 ube 
on doy rehimie\amee ont iw seotd ‘siipheeiiee 

dot, tne 7eF 118 8 no seorly . alata HAL?» sovcosated ee 

*a dipael spetsvs aT “bea rq ‘BQ. MLE Yo. ‘sverove ns | 

aren eee Vin toss bis eNoow Bat enw TART ino ynai sage: at 
edgy 18 i (8h. a basod bas. itvon roe 00.8082 et dabei 

Fug | Bue) 199 far “ering a eaiom moa jnea, 108g ae colqaee f 

no etmomyan. viotdow eho daae rq ‘Gi bae yepoivae odnin 

| anew Berean rs) at ba ite, 394 yatta (atvad eddeb. wattons 

“ehnagioitied aha Vor te apn in sss) rods ao dnabaeqab ris! - 
te tte Ag, as pte, linia gam wend to tad -a9q s adibbihdhialh ebeay y 


we 


y 


eviewt | y OE. @ so 46 ells m6 el thy eddebeaiods Yo omon sasst 
sane ei eas att dug, pnivieoes enev asiliwme? © ‘eined iobtteq ‘end. 40." 
aaw Ak ott este oe beniames ows ylat wil ‘no pad. nis 
sop asesleret ang ont Fo) seit ime erty 0 anon ae vatediaae | 

| eataa: mademas ads aa8s- ors tiav no; erov 


Aauone eas -eonkvas ‘di anis3 a @ 


oe “4 ‘uit ae 
a er opie, Oe cam 


ea 


89 


to $2,000.00 with the modal category of $200.00 to $500.00. 
At least half of the post-release group used their savings 
to pay off bills once they were released (p.20). 

Looking at the roles and relationships of the parti- 
Cipants, it was found that fifty per cent of the men cited 
"social" reasons for going on TA. Of concern to the men was 
keeping up with family and friend relationships. The men 
reported T.A.P. helped to boost family morale and provided 
a continuity of the inmate's normal key family roles and 
responsibilities. ‘Forty-five per cent of the men felt their 
Family relationships had grown stronger since being on 1.A.P. 
Ninety-eight per cent said they gained in terms of positive 
personal feelings, 47 per cent felt T.A.P. made it easier to 
get back into society and 19 per cent felt they avoided many 
of the negative influences of prisons by being on Toe. 

(ep e2ee230%, 

In terms of post-release criminality, Crispino 
checked inmate files and R.C.M.P. reports. In a two to three 
month follow-up period of 40 participants, only one man had 
re-offended. He was fined for a drug offence. At a period 
of 7% to 8% months after discharge, a total of 69 participants 
were checked. It was found there were no new convictions in 
addition to the one mentioned above. Crispino suggests that 
while the issue of recidivism and work TA vs non-participants 
remains to be decided conclusively, there is some evidence 
here indicating recidivism is lower (p.24). 


Crispino surveyed the participant's perceptions of 
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positive and negative aspects of the T.A.P. The positive 
factors identified were the privileges and facilities that 
go with being on TA, the ability to keep in touch with 
society, the ability to hold a job and financial benefits 
(p.25). The most frequently identified negative aspect was 
the view that the staff, especially the custodial staff, were 
not behind the concept of TA. "Participants preceived a 
resentment by the staff for the fact that inmates were 
allowed to go to work" (p.29). As well, 92 per cent of the 
inmates indicated that T.A.P. was not an easy way "to do 
crime —"arr Fact at" 1s°e Warder way’ (p30) 

Crispino then offered a number of comments and 
recommendations as to the direction of future operations of 
the’ Program and related research possibilities. 

In summary, Ontario has made a noteable effort to 
operationalize the concept of gradual release. It has relied 
extensively on its own Temporary Absence Program rather than 
on National Day Parole. Ontario has offered its program to 
the scrutiny of researchers and has developed what appears to 
be the most sophisticated T.A. program in Canada. 

The Province of Quebec 


DayeParole in Quebec 


Table 2.2 has shown that Quebec has not made much use 


of Day Parole In fatt; only five per cent of aliaDay Paroles 


issued from Provincial institutions were to prisoners in 
Quebec. The use of Day Parole reached a peak in 1971 and 


has declined a great deal since then. 
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Temporary Absence in Quebec2? 


The organization of Provincial Corrections in Quebec 
is outlined in the Probation and Houses of Detention Act?9., 
The Director General of the Justice Department's Probation 
and Houses of Detention Service is authorized to "establish 
programs enabling the persons imprisoned in any house of 
detention that he indicates to engage in regular employment 
or to follow courses outside the establishment, or to carry 
on any other activity calculated to promote the social 
rehabilitation of such persons". (Section 19) In addition, 
the Director General may authorize temporary absences for 
medical, humanitarian or rehabilitative reasons’! , 

Table 2.10 illustrates the use of Temporary Absences 


in Quebec in recent years. 
TABLE 2.10 


TEMPORARY ABSENCES AND COMPLETION RATES 
BY YEAR IN: QUEBEC 


YEAR NUMBER OF NUMBER AND SUCCESS REASON FOR 
TA'S PER CENT RATE CANCELLATION 
CANCELLED 
L772 15388 18 (1.3%) 98.7% Technical 


Violation 


LOTS ge OD Dee ie? es.) DY oe Technical 
Violation 


1974 25246 aha (5% 2) 98 .5% Technical 
Violation 


TOTAL 4,839 73 CL +69) 98 .4% 


Source: Letter dated July 28, 1975 from the Quebec Department 
of (JUS tice 
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Correctional officials in Quebec report that none of 
the inmates were known to have committed criminal offences 
while on TA?2. 

In summary, correctional officials in Quebec seem to 
have relied almost exclusively on the releasing provisions of 
provincial legislation rather than on National Day Parole. 

The Province of New Brunswick 

Day Parole in New Brunswick 

Table 2.2 indicated that except for a limited number 
of Day Paroles in 1968 and 1969, correctional officialsin 
that Province have made very little use of the temporary re- 
leasing authority of the National Parole Board. 

Temporary Absence in New Brunswick?? 

Information about Temporary Absence in New Brunswick 
is not available. 

The Province of Nova Scotia 

Day Parole in Nova Scotia 

The use of Day Parole by correctional officials in 
Nova Scotia represents the third largest Day Parole Program 
in Canada (Table 2.2). The use of Day Parole peaked in 1971 
and has since declined somewhat. 

Jobson (1968) describes the sentencing process in a 
case in Magistrate's Court at Dartmouth, Nova Scotia where a 
responsible and dependable laborer with a large family pleaded 
guilty*to:the theft°of a‘ large sUmof  smoney.» The Judge felt 
a fine would impose unnecessary hardship on the man's family 


and that the offence was a serious one. The court apparently 
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felt that the man was not a security risk and probably would 
not offend again. As a result, 


"Contacts were established with Smith's 
employer and with the regional National 

Parole Officer. The employer agreed to keep 
Smith on if a Day Parole could be obtained. 
The regional officer for the National Parole 
Board satisfied himself that the case 

probably a proper: one,for,.Day Parole...Accord- 
ingly, Smith was sentenced to the regional 
jail for fifteen days, and within two days, 
the Ottawa office of the National Parole Board 
had granted a temporary parole certificate 
that permitted Smith to leave the institution 
with or without escort at the discretion and 
choice of the custodian for whatever period 

or periods of time and for whatever reason or 
reasons the custodian would consider 
advisable." (p.333)34 


Temporary Absence in Nova Scotia? 
The Minister or his delegate have been empowered to 


36 | All sentenced 


authorize temporary absences in Nova Scotia 
inmates in the Province's pov eniaas jails and correctional 
institutions-are.edigible.togbe released under the, TA,.program. 
Most of the day release programs operate from four institu- 
tions. Selection is done through a Classification Committee, 
eomprised,ofoa,Glassification :-Officger;sa.Cokrectioh,0fficer , 
an Adult Probation Officer and additional members depending 
on the institution. The program is administered by the 
Administrator of Inmate Programs in Central Office. Once an 
application is received, it is reviewed by the Administrator. 
The Temporary Absence Program has been on the books 
Since.1970,¢but Li,vasprately.used,prior»to,19373.,. Sinee.that 


time the use of TA's has steadily grown. From June 1 to 18, 


1975, there were 57 inmates on Temporary Absence. Of this 
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number 37 (64.9%) were employed and 20 (35.1%) were released 
for medical and/or humanitarian reasons. The overall failure 
rate is reported to be below two per cent. 

In summary, it seems Nova Scotia has combined the 
releasing provisions of the Parole Act and the Provincial 
correctional legislation to implement a program of gradual 
release. 

The Province of Prince Edward Island 

Day Parole in Prince Edward Island 

Less than two per cent of all Day Paroles granted to 
Provincial prisoners were issued to inmates in Prince Edward 
Island (Table 2.2). The only discernable pattern is a 
gradual increase followed by a gradual decrease in the number 
of Day Paroles issued. 

Temporary Absence in Prince Edward Island? / 

Under the Probation Act (1972)?8 the Probation Service 


is responsible for the administration of a Temporary Absence 


Program, as authorized by the Federal Prisons and Reformatories 


Act. Table 2.11 outlines the use of Temporary Absences in 
Prince Edward Island. 

Table 2.11 indicates the use of TA's for employment 
and educational purposes has not changed greatly over the 
time period for which data is available. The most noteable 
feature, however, is the increased use of TA's allowing 
inmates to take part in alcohol treatment programs in the 
community. 


For inmates serving less than three months, Provincial 
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correctional officials prefer the one to fifteen day TA 
authority pursuant to the Prisons and Reformatories Act to 
release selected inmates te the community. the preferred 
process to release inmates serving more than three months is 
via Day Parole, courtesy of the National Parole Board. When 
an inmate applies for a Temporary Absence, a Probation 
Officer conducts a social/community investigation wherever 
possible and makes a recommendation to the Deputy Minister 


of Justice for final decision. 


TABLE 2.11 


TEMPORARY ABSENCES GRANTED IN 
PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND, 1973 AND 1974 


TYPE. OF. TEMPORARY ABSENCE 


YEAR Employ- Educa- Medical Humani- Alcohol TOTAL 
ment tion tarian Treatment 
t 6 tf 7% fe 70 f % i 70 
TOTS 99 vi eo hPa ebe OTaber tee Onell eo NK NK 21. 
A SI'S = ee 0 8 ame <Seema < USe Se Ao eon 5 26m 20> 98** 


*Included here are TA's for alcohol treatment, number unknown 


**968 individuals took, part,in ‘a.total, of lOSMaIA's, thus -indi- 
cating some inmates received more than one TA. 


Source: 1973 Annual Report of the Department of Justice 
(p.19) and a 1974 review of the Probation Services. 
In summary, Prince Edward Island appears to have 
initially relied on Day Parole to get an inmate back into 


the community. Since 1972, however, this province has turned 
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to using its own Temporary Absences for this purpose. 
The Province of Newfoundland 

Day Parole in Newfoundland 

Table 2.2 indicates that there was some initial 
interest in Day Parole in 1968 and 1969, however this interest 
quickly waned. 

Temporary Absence in Newfoundland 

Newfoundland does not have any Temporary Absence 
legislation’? and does not appear to have made use of the 
provisions of the Prisons and Reformatories Act. 

The Northwest Territories and the Yukon Territories 

Day: Parole tin ithe Jerr rteries 

As shown in Table 2.2, only.six Day Parole Certi- 
ficates have been issued in Canada's North. The Territories 
have made the least use of Day Parole from the National Parole 
Board. 

Temporary Absence in the Northwest Territories49 

The Northwest Territories' Temporary Absence Program 
operates under the privisions of Corrections Ordinance, 1973. 
Section 33 (3) of the Corrections Ordinance authorizes the 
Chief.of Corrections to release an inmate from a correctional 
center for up to fifteensdays to participate in a 
correctional extension program such as approved employment 
or educational activity. Every inmate has the,right to apply 
to.participate in an extension program4l, An inmate's 
earnings, less deductions required by law, may be required 


to be sent by the employer to the correctional center42, 
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Disbursements of these earnings are handled by the center in. 
the priority of: 
1. Food, lodging and travel 
aie Restitution ordered by the Court 
Fie Family support 
4, To the inmate upon release4? 
The only statistical information available about the 


extent of Temporary Absences is contained in Table 2.12. 


TABLE 2212 


INMATES RELEASED ON WORK RELEASE IN THE 
NORTHWEST TERRITORIES 


vee OF ABSENCE 


YEAR Employment Education TOTAL 
1968-69 NK NK 17 
1969-70 23 7 G25; « BS) I HCA 42%) 24 


Source: Jubinville (1971:102) 

Table 2.12 indicates that the Northwest Territories 
have made use of TA's for employment and educational purposes. 
More recent data was not available. 

Temporary Absence an the. Yukon Territory44 

Authority to grant Temporary Absences in the Yukon 
rests with the Director of Corrections4?. Participants 
continue to be subject to the rules and regulations of the 
institution and all earnings, less any deductions required by 


law, are remitted to the institution's director4®. Absences 
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have been granted for inmates to secure or retain employment 
and to attend academic, vocational or technical training 
courses. Correctional officials report that recidivism rates 
are very low and that the program has not been extensively 
used due to a shortage of employers wishing to involve 
themselves. 

During the 1973-1974 fiscal year, 10 inmates were 
granted temporary absences, with 6 attending a vocational 
center, 2 attending high school and 2 working in the 
community. 

In summary, Day Parole has not been used to any great 
extent in the Yukon Territory and Correctional officials have 


placed more reliance on Temporary Absences. 


Summary of Day Parole and Temporary Absence in Canada 


A number of general patterns are discernable concerning 
Day Parole and Temporary Absence. On a national basis, there 
was a iqradual ianerease ain the use of Temporary/Day Parole Dy 
the National Parole Board from 1960 to 1967. Day Paroles 
expanded noticeably in 1968 and peaked in 1971. Since. then 
there has been a steady decline in the use of Day Parole for 
inmates in Provincial institutions. 

The use of Day Parole by each Province varied greatly, 
from Alberta, which made the most use of Day Parole to 
Ontario, which made very little use. of Day Parole from 
Ottawa: - Ontario, in turn,’ relied on its .own Temporary 


Absence Program to implement the concept of gradual release 


98 


— 


Cer e ey 
ret ay 
i - 
ie ue 
" : , 


toomyo das ereee ae emu 10,68) sooo 
an ta kes? ieoindoed ty Kenoiseoov 
astet malty wotaey tenld Froged elefot iio: sli: 
Leyienetxe ‘al dened wongora ond edd be 
‘sy Lovek od eninatiseamyaliqaa roe adcode 
ec ae al ; nase es ove 
stew Fetamal OF cTBBY eae eveL-evee eda onias 4 
feneifeoov 6 patbhnedidn iN diw eoonsede y: qmasy bs 
att mi pAidtow S bine foots. ake ete tue 


' 
: ~~ 


ol Re 


a 
teeap yao of bea weed jor aed lore yed . axrsnaue a1, 
over alekoi tte reotsaeate? bre wrod 49a Sasa 9 nk ied 
.aaanaadh vieroneel ae exe 

ef a 7 

or ins@ones sIdensenei ores earsiieq ae +0 edaun) 
sis eiesd Lenoi den’ 9 Wo -ss9npeda yretoqnel be elo 
oT We. eeu edd ‘ait aveszant fevba 


ud sfots4 eunadiaie ' a 
| | | “eae x 

éstoie4 yea eet 3 anes 077 bin08, store? Jenoigen + | 
nerd soni? fe a baxteag brie anes na dwoaison on 


. } 
a0 studs ud to anv ‘on ar satlosh hone 8 90d, ped bat 
ie yy y Tae 


enabdui ident tabam iver nk ehdeseic 


. eideene ‘beitey sonives Aone yd olore® yd Ao au eAT 


ad alors? yod to a0, “eon edd ebem, Moiny yoda9diA wort 


moa slore4 vat %o eu weissil yas sbom Aodrty, voitedad 1 


AG Bae, yay ia 


si ne héktox ee ni, <okredn0 -ewa3d0 


jorion | and Josns qm of. msagot% sh 


vaapoqnet ave, 


seeeler Leybexp a’ 
| " ‘ alee 


hehe ‘ip dn D. ree 7 — te | : 
» Vs 4 ay! iH on | i r ; ae 


ee) 


whereas Alberta made very little of Temporary Absences for 
the purpose of employment or education. 

In all Provinces, correctional officials initially made 
use of Day Parole to release inmates to community-based 
activities however, as the Provinces developed their own 
Temporary Absence Programs, the use of Day Parole in the 
Provinces has declined. This would seem to indicate a trend 
in the future whereby Provincial Temporary Absence Programs 
will likely replace the National Parole Board's Day Parole 
Program. 

Information about Day Parole/Temporary Absences is not 
generally kept in an organized fashion, if at all. Ontario 
has by far the most complex Temporary Absence Program and it 
has attempted to collect facts and figures about its opera- 
CLOT. Undoubtedly within the various institutions and 
offices of other Provincial correctional services, there 
exists a wealth of data about their Temporary Absence 
Programs. It would appear, however, that most Provincial 
correctional services have made little effort to systema- 
tically collect data about their Temporary Absence Programs. 
Itswouldeappearytooothatr there has’ been very little interest 
in Day Parole/Temporary Absence Programs in Canada on the 


part of social scientists, and researchers. 
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FOOTNOTES 


See, for example, Fox, 1971 (Australia), Wiklund, 1967 
(Sweden), Verin, 1967 and Grupp and Verin, 1968 (France), 
Halvorsen, 1967 (Norway) and Waaben, 1967 (Denmark). 


For example, see Brautigam, (1972), Powers (1958), Root 
(1972), Sloane (1967), McMillan (1965), Grupp (1967 (b)), 
Carpenter (1969), Case (1966), and Anderson (1964). 


For example, see Ayer (1973), Doleschal (1971), Goldfarb 
and Singer (1973), Grupp (1963, 1965, 1967), Johnson 
(97 08 Car)8,8 2 97D bt) D2 tand>- Root? «( 19:7 0')* 


For example, see Zalba (1967), Rudoff et al (1969), 
Johnson Gl967., 1970 Ca) ) sand Grupp .(1970),. 


A good example of this attitude is contained in the 
Annual Report, 1972, Corrections Branch, Alberta Attorney- 
General prepared by the Correction Services Director: 


"Inmate statistical records maintained in this 
correctional system are restricted to those 
required by Statasties Canada for iunelusion in 
national statistical reports. Whenever a 
recurring need for statistical data required 
for sociological studies or planning needs 
appears these are included; however it is not 
practical to maintain statistics to meet 
occassional demands for obscure facts of 
fleeting interest: to special interest groups" 
(HP.4.4 Bu, 


RSS MOLE al 96GB 69:2 °c 9B, tSrIDG%, 

Rear sC>.. 4960469), “C-.5:Bs, "S.A EO. 

The information for this’ ‘part ‘of the Study is based on 
a package of materials received by the Author from the 
Corrections Branch in June, 1975. The various materials 
include the legislation, regulations, policies, pro- 
cedures, guidelines, formal structure, newsreleases, 
annual and other. reports, minutes of meetings and 
memorandi relative to the British Columbia Temporary 
Absence Program. 

British! Columbia’ Corrections’ Act, ‘s'.22. 
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Bowden was purchased by the Federal Government in March, 
1974 and is now a penitentiary. 


Be Se Aew VOM ox 231 ed 
Alberta Reg. 359/71, Order-in-Council 2065/71. 
ToOsi +O tee ek. 


In reply to the author's written request for information 
about Day Parole/work-release in Manitoba, an official 
of the Corrections Branch replied "In Manitoba we 
apparently differ from the majority of other Provinces 
in that we generally do not use Temporary Absences for 
Work Release activities - hence we have no published 
reports or material which would be of any benefit in 
your area of research". 


c's 12%%s9 1. 
sea5V41): 
s.42. 


Correccrons: Act; 1970, ic.64. 
$4337 (29% 
Rvotenn Os too. 6S oF 


McFarlane (1974:8) also points out "the rise and demise 
of that program seems to be clearly associated with the 
failure of authorities to allow for the development. of 

related, but relatively separate and distinct adminis- 

trarsve Structures, criteria, and-controls for persons 

who were selected and approved for work permits." 


RiSec7on9geseo28 ‘evsay*s 110. 


Ine hsgnestry*or-COrreecvonal ocervilces Act, “h.S. 0. 1770, 
Crrrp yn oe roe L972 ft Callies au: 


The following information is taken from McFarlane (1974) 
and an unpublished report entitled "Reference Material, 
Temporary Absence Program" dated March 10, 1975. 


During the author's employment at Alberta's largest Day 
Parole Center from February to December, 1975, he 
observed that men on Day Parole during the summer months 
seemed to have more difficulty securing employment than 
those on Day Parole during the colder months. This 
observation would lend support to the Ontario data. 
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Crispino (1974) studied Ontario's Temporary Absence 
Program at about this same time and he found fifty-seven 
per cent of his sample to be married (p.15). 


Information for this part of the Study is based on a 
letter and a handbook outlining the legislation and 
regulations relative to Probation Services and Houses 
of Detention in Quebec received in July, 1975 from the 
Associate Deputy-Minister, Justice Department, Govern- 
ment of Quebec. 


Quebec Statutes, 1969, c.21. 
ibid, s.20. 


This claim appears to be very unrealistic. That nearly 
five thousand inmates on Temporary Absence would be 
completely law-biding would be impossible. Ontario's 
known offence rate is 0.11 per cent and as will be seen 
later in this Study, Alberta's known offence rate while 
on Day Parole is 0.7%. These rates are most likely to 
be-poor, indicators of all violations ,that otcur, on Day 
Parole or Temporary Absence. They may, however, reflect 
more accurately the known offence rate for serious 
offences. 


im; aadetrer,daved Duly 531, 19/75. the Supervisor of 
Programs, Correctional Services Division, Department of 
Justice reports "I must advise that the Department is 
not in a position to provide you with the kind of data 
and descriptive material which you request. Such 
information has not yet been compiled in an organized 
fashion“. in- addition, two, written requests tothe 
Moncton Parole Service Office failed to generate even a 
reply. 


In addition to reporting this case, Jobson concludes that 
the administrative granting of work-release/day parole 
could be speeded up enormously by giving local correct- 
tonal officials and the Courts authority to grant such 
absences. 


Information for this’ part of the:Study is’ based -on ja 
létier dated July 17,1975, from the Stat f (iraaning and 
Development Officer, Adult Probation Service, Department 
of the Attorney-General. 


Courtand’ Pehal. Institutions “Ace, 1970, C356, siz. 


information for thaisispart of the ‘Study as )based on @ 
package of materials provided by the Director of Proba- 
tion and Family Court Services, Department of Jus faee, 
Government of Prince Edward Island in March, 1975 (2 the 
various materials include a letter, the Department's 1973 
Annual Report and a 1974 review of the Probation Service. 
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Corrections Act’)'19553%e.62,~s.l’and subsequent legis- 
lation. According to an official of the Department of 
JOCIAL Services in aatetter dated March: 11),..1975, .theée 
Province has not instituted a Day Parole Program nor was 
he aware of any immediate plans to do so. 


Information for this part of the Study is based ona 
package of materials received in March, 1975 from the 
Department of Social Development Government of the 
Northwest Territories. The various materials include 

a letter and three reports reviewing Corrections in the 
Northwest Territories. 


Northwest Territories Corrections Ordinance, s.34 (1). 
1D3GijS'.5> » 

bid; (63567. 

Information for this part of the Study is based on a 
package of material consisting of a letter and 1973- 
1974 Annual Report of the Corrections Branch received 
in March, 1975 from the Department of Health, Welfare 


and Rehabilitation, Government of the Yukon Territory. 


Yukon srereictoryeclorrpectrons Orainance, 1975, ¢.2, S.8 
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DAY PAROLE AT BELMONT 


Introduction 

Purpose 

The purpose of this part of the Study is to describe Day 
Parole at Belmont. It is an attempt to document some of the 
Factors involved in the selection of Day Parolees and the ad- 
ministration of the Program. 

Method of Data Collection 

che;data for. thistpart of, the,otudy,.was.collected by..the 
author.in.a series of interviews with Program officials. A 
series of meetings were attended where it was decided who would 
be recommended for Day Parole. In addition, the author's per- 
sonal knowledge. of-the Program.is added to the overall descrip- 
tion. Guidance and direction in the selection and collection 
of the data came mainly from a series of research questions. 

Presentation of the Findings 

The data is presented mainly in narrative form. Whenever 
possible, tables and descriptive statistics such as per cent 


are used. 


[hemsoetting 


In Chapter Two the overall use of Day Parole in Canada 
and Alberta was examined as well as the use of Day Parole in 
the ‘northern part of; thesRgovaince,in. particular...[n this 


region the key center in terms of Day Parole was found to be 
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the Belmont Rehabilitation Center. Before looking in detail 
at Day Parole at Belmont, it is important to consider the 
general setting in which Belmont operates. 

The setting for this Study is Edmonton, Alberta, Capital 
ey voerene Tovainrce-ana=rene = -rranrel al, business, social, poli- 
tical and population center in the northern half of the Province. 
This Study examines a Day Parole program that operates through 
the combined efforts of the Fort Saskatchewan Correctional In- 
stitution, the Belmont Rehabilitation Center, and the Edmonton 
Parole Service Office. While the Study concentrates on the 
Center, it is important to know something about The Fort and 
the Parole Office. 

Fort Saskatchewan Correctional Institution 

The Fort is called upon to play a dual, and yet often con- 
tradictory, role of providing maximum security facilities for 
some prisoners and minimum security facilities for others. 
Given these demands of a security nature plus the increased 
use of social services such as counselling and community-based 
activities such as passes to promote "rehabilitation", and the 
rather old facilities in which to meet these demands, correc- 
tional officials have concluded: 

"Fort Saskatchewan Correctional 
Institution is a very badly de- 
Signed and poorly constructed in- 
stitulLpon winichsne “dit ticul t. to 
maintain, uneconomical to operate 
and does not provide adequately for 
good treaement. Facilities. “fe 1s 
in a badly run down condition and 
will require a major maintenance 
program to bring it up to an accep- 
table standard." 


(Annual Report of the Corrections Branch, 
1972: 25%) 
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From 1959 to 1972 the daily average male population at 
the Institution generally ranged between 400 and 500 fringes 
In 1975, major renovations were undertaken at The Fort to up- 
grade its security facilities. 

Edmonton Parole Service Office 

The National Parole Service established its first office 
in Alberta at Edmonton in 1961. This office is presently re- 
sponsible for all matters within the jurisdiction of the Parole 
Act in central and northern Alberta as well as the entire North- 
west Territories (primarily the correctional facility at Yellow- 
knife). The Parole Officers make regular trips to each insti- 
tution and some of the forestry camps in the region. At least 
one Parole Officer is in daily contact with correctional officials 
at the Institution and the Center. By 1975, the Edmonton Parole 
Service had expanded to include a staff of eighteen Parole 
Officers. 

Belmont Rehabilitation Center 

The Center is located on the northeast outskirts of the 
City of Edmonton, and for many years it stood alone in the 
midst of small farming operations. By 1974, however, modern 
residential sub-divisions had stretched from the City and new 
houses were being constructed just across the road from the 
Center. By the end of 1976, it is expected the Center will be 
surrounded on three sides by new residential developments. 
Modern urban services, such as schools, bus routes and eventu- 
ally a rapid transit line are planned for the immediate vicinity. 


The Center opened in 1954 as an open institution for the 
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treatment of offenders with alcohol problems. Early promotion- 
al material referred to the "many victims of alcoholism who 
were trapped in a vicious circle of drunkenness, jail, release, 
drunkenness, and return to jail" (updated pamphlet, probably 
before 1958). The Center was heralded as a daring social ae 
periment in the rehabilitation of prisoners with alcohol prob- 
lems and it was believed to be the largest establishment of 

its kind in North America at the time. 

The Alcohol Treatment Program was organized around the 
Twelve Steps of Alcoholics Anonymous. It consisted of a series 
of lectures, tapes, recordings and discussions focusing on the 
physical, social and emotional aspects of alcoholism. Inmates 
were required to attend AA meetings conducted at the Center by 
AA members from the City. Some inmates were permitted to 
attend AA meetings in Edmonton. In addition to those Seasions 
focusing on alcoholism, the inmates took part in group and in- 
dividual counselling sessions dealing with a variety of concerns 
such as employment, family relationships, and personal matters. 

For many years the responsibility for the presentation of 
the Program rested with the Alcohol Foundation and, later, the 
Division of Alcoholism. These were Provincial Government organi- 
zations that have since evolved into the present Alberta Alco- 
hol and Drug Abuse Commission. In addition to the Alcohol Treat- 
ment Program within the Center, the Foundation and the Division 
operated an outpatient clinic and a half-way house in Edmonton 
to which men leaving the Center upon the expiration of their 


sentence could be referred. By the late 1960's the Center had 
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assumed responsibility for the Alcohol Treatment Program and 
the counselling sessions. These were to be conducted by Social 
Workers on staff at the Center. 

As well as attending the alcohol and counselling sessions 
the inmates performed work assignments at various points in 
the institution such as building maintenance, kitchen help, 
working in the laundry or on the farm crew providing garden- 
ing, landscaping and vegetable growing services. In the early 
years of the Center the farm services also included the raising 
of hogs to help offset the cost of maintaining the Center. 

At the present time the Center's complex includes the main 
building, gymnasium, greenhouses, laundry building and garage. 
The two-storey main building contains eight dormatories in 
which the inmates sleep, several administrative offices, a Con- 
trol Room that monitors inmate movements, the kitchen and din- 
ing area and numerous rooms for various activities such as T.\V., 
pool, religious services, lectures, studying, library, hobbies, 
weightlifting, music, meetings, staff lounge and storage facili- 
ties. In the basement of the main building are four cells that 
receive infrequent use. There are no bars on the windows and 
the inmates are free to be out-of-doors during certain hours 
each day with limited supervision from the staff. It is easy 
to escape from the Center should an inmate decide to do so. 

The Center can accommodate 110 inmates and it has a staff, 
including administrative, correctional and social service, of 
about 60. The nearby Alberta Public Works shop provides men 


and equipment necessary for the operation of the Center's 
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heating, electric and water systems, as well as painting, re- 
pair and construction activities. 

Inmates are not sentenced or committed aureetly to the 
Center but must be transferred there from other correctional 
institutions. The decision to transfer inmates from one facili- 
ty to another was made in the early years by a Prisoner Selec- 
tion Committee that travelled regularly to each institution 
and assessed each application for transfer. With the formal 
creation of Classification Committees in each institution, 
these groups took over the selection activities in relation to 
most inter-institutional transfers. Table 3.1 shows the source 
and number of inmates transferred to the Center in recent years. 

As is clearly evident from Table 3.1, about four out of 
every five inmates transferred to the Center in recent years 
have come from The Fort. This is not surprising in that both 
institutions serve the same region in the Province so, the ma- 
jority of the prisoners in these institutions are likely from 
the region. Prisoners in other institutions are likely to 
serve their sentences in the institution nearest their residence 
and therefore would not be inclined to be interested in a trans- 
fer away from their family and friends. 

Since 1968 the daily average population at the Center 
has ranged from about 55 to about 110 inmates but it "has 
maintained a reasonably constant population level between 80 
and 100 most months since 1968". (Annual Report, Corrections 
Branch, 1974:28). 
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Study was collected, the Center was in the process of official- 
ly abandoning the Alcohol Treatment Program and its reputation 
as an alcohol treatment center. New trends in Corrections were 
making their presence felt dramatically at the Center in 1975, 
just as the Center itself, with its orientation away from strict 
custody and towards the provision of "rehabilitative" alcohol- 
ism programs, represented a new trend of handling inmates in 
1954. The trend in Corrections in the 1970's is Community 
Corrections, where the guiding philosophy is to deal with as 
many offenders as possible, including those who have been im- 
prisoned, in the free community. Correctional officials noted 
that "As alcoholism treatment programs were introduced to the 
other institutions the case load at Belmont continued to re- 
duce until at present the alcoholism program is a secondary 
function of the institution. Day Parole is gradually becoming 
the primary role at Belmont" (Annual Report, Corrections Branch, 
TOP 23125:). 

By the end of 1975, the Center had become a Community Cor- 
rections Center. The Center's proximity to the employment and 
community-based resource potential in Edmonton plus its rela- 
tive openness proved to be an important feature contributing 
to the change in the role of the Center from that of an alcohol 
treatment center to a community corrections center. The Center 
is now one to which inmates transferred from other correctional 
institutions can resume community-based activities via Day 
Parole Certificates or, as of late 1975, Temporary Absence 


Permits either from the Center or from their homes in the 
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Edmonton area but under the authority and supervision of the 


Center. 


Selection of Day Parolees at The Fort 


Research Questions 

How do inmates get on Day Parole? How are they chosen? 
Who does the selection? What input is there to the granting of 
Day Parole? Where is the selection done? How long does it take? 

In an effort to answer these research questions, the author 
obtained permission from the Director of Corrections, the Direc- 
tor of the Institution and the Director of the Center to attend 
a series of meetings at which certain inmates are considered for 
Day Parole. In addition to observing and recording some of 
what happened at the selection meetings, the author individually 
interviewed many of the correctional personnel who were instru- 
mental in the selection of inmates for Day Parole. By observ- 
ing the selection meetings (four at the Institution and four 
at the Center), the author was able to come to certain conclu- 
sions regarding the collective selection process for Day Parole. 
By examining the general context of the interviews with indi- 
vidual correctional officials who contribute to the selection 
of Day Parolees, the author was able to come to certain con- 
clusions as to the individual approaches taken by the various 
officials in terms of the selection process. 

he oobesof. Therhant 

There are two important steps in the selection of Day 
Parolees at The Fort. One is a classification/selection meet- 


ing; the other is the approach taken by staff members whose 
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job requires them to pass judgement on imates in terms of Day 
Parole. 

The first formal proceeding in the selection of inmates for 
Day Parole is the weekly Classification Meeting held at The Fort. 
Here, representatives of the Institution, Center, Parole Service, 
Adult Probation, Canada Manpower and others meet to discuss the 
status of certain inmates using a case conference approach. A 
list is prepared in advance of the meeting and contains the 
names of the inmates to be discussed. An inmate could be dis- 
cussed for a number of reasons: The Parole Officer may wish to 
know the conduct of an inmate who has applied for parole; Adult 
Probation may have some information about an inmate that was pre- 
viously not available; The Fort may wish to advise the Parole 
Officer of recent developments as far as an inmate is concerned; 
the Canada Manpower representative may wish to advise the group 
of the nature of their contact with an inmate; and The Fort may 
wish to discuss the possibility of Day Parole for an inmate. 
Although it was not possible to learn the specific reason that 
an inmate was to be discussed prior to the meeting, it was clear 
after the meetings that the topic of Day Parole was involved in 
the vast majority of cases. 

Basically what happens at the Institution Classification 
Meeting which is chaired by a Classification Officer is that 
any official having some knowledge about the inmate shares this 
with the others. Everyone adds their "two bits worth" and 
out of this comes a decision. This decision generally has to 
do with two matters - it may be to transfer the inmate to the 


Center pending a decision on the Day Parole application by the 
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National Parole Board and/or it may be to do with submitting 
a positive or negative recommendation to the Parole Board for 
inmates still at the Institution or one of the forestry camps. 

The Role of the Parole Officer 

A diversion is necessary at this point to review develop- 
ments in 1974 that greatly changed the nature of the selection 
process for Day Parole as compared to the pre-1974 period. Up 
to 1974 the formal application for Day Parole was generally made 
by an official at the Institution on behalf of an inmate. The 
basic procedure was that the Institution would present the ap- 
plication for Day Parole to the pages Officer at the Classifi- 
cation Meeting. This application contained the Institution's 
recommendation (usually positive). The Parole Officer then 
commenced an investigation which included the circumstances 
surrounding the commission of the offence, the inmate's criminal 
record, his conduct and behavior in the Institution, and his 
conduct and behavior "on the street". This information gener- 
ally was obtained from Police Reports, the Royal Canadian 
Mounted Police - Finger Print Section, Institutional Assess- 
ments, Probation reports, previous Parole Service Files, and 
letters, telephone calls, or interviews with the sentencing 
Judge, parents, spouse, friends and/or employers. If the 
Classification Meeting's decision was to transfer the inmate 
to the Center for Treatment or Workparty, the Parole Officer 
obtained a report from the Center as to the inmate's conduct 
and the Center's recommendation in terms of the granting of 


Day Parole. 
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Following the completion of the Parole Officer's investi- 
gation, a report containing the results of the investigation 
together with the Parole Officer's recommendation was forwarded 
to the National Parole Board in Ottawa. The report was usually 
sent via Telex but written or telephoned reports were not un- 
common. 

In this selection process the National Parole Service 
usually offered a positive recommendation to the usually posi- 
tive recommendation of the Institution or the Center. The 
basic guideline in terms of Day Parole for the Parole Service 
Officer was to cooperate with institutional officials and ao) 
cilitate their goal of dealing with selected inmates in the 
community by processing and obtaining a Day Parole Certificate 
as soon as possible. The National Parole Board usually agreed 
with these positive recommendations and replied via Telex in an 
affirmative manner - Day Parole Granted’. 

The Importance of Institutional Personnel 

the key in the selection process prior to 1974 was the 
Institutional Official with whom an inmate discussed the matter 
of Day Parole. This official generally was a Classification 
Officer, who would have interviewed the inmate within a matter 
of a week or so of the inmate's admission, or a Social Worker, 
to whose caseload the inmate would have been assigned for 
counselling and planning. From approximately 1971 to 1974 there 
were as many as two Classification Officers and four Social 
Workers at most to deal with 400-500 inmates. 

Out of the discussions hetween the Classification Officers 


and Social Workers with the inmates came a Day Parole application 
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from the Classification Officer or Social Worker. Usually if 
the Classification Officer considered the inmate to be "good 
Day Parole material", he would refer the inmate to the Social 
Worker for further assessment. The Social Worker could then 
bring up the question of Day Parole formally at the Classifica- 
tion Meeting. In many ways the Institution's Social Workers 
seemed to be the most influential in the early, informal selec- 
tion process. The Social Workers were in a position to agree 
or refuse to discuss the matter.of Day Parole beyond the con- 
Fines of his discussions with an inmate. Institutional officials 
had a great deal of discretion when it came to deciding whether 
or not to follow the traditional procedure of applying for Day 
Parole on the inmate's behalf. Even if the Social Worker 
decided to pursue the matter of a Day Parole for an inmate, the 
Classification Committee represented another official body with 
a great.deal.of descretion. If, after its deliberations, it 
was not in favor of Day Parole for a particular inmate, the 
matter of Day Parole often died at that point. 

But not in all cases. Some inmates were not content to 
accept the decision of a Social Worker or Classification Officer 
or the Classification Meeting in regards to their interest in 
Day Parole. One source to which some inmates turned was Alberta's 
Ombudsman’ . 

Intervention of the Ombudsman 

A review of the index of the Annual Reports of the Ombuds- 
man to the Provincial Legislature, 1967 to 1974, revealed that 


up to the 1970/71 Report there were no complaints received by 
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the Ombudsman in regards to any aspect of Day Parole. The 
1971/72 Report, however, identifies a total of six complaints 
in regards to inmates and Day Parole’. The Ombudsman reports 
that two of these complaints were abandoned, two were not 
justified and two were found to be not justified after an in- 
vestigation. 

The 1972-1973 Ombudsman's Report cites eight complaints 
in regards to Day Parole®. Of these complaints four were de- 
clined, two were not justified and two were investigated. 

The 1973-1974 Ombudsman's Report cites only one complaint 
about Day Parole, but this complaint was to have a profound 
effect on Day Parole in Alberta. The case, 74 - 389/115! 8 
was found by the Ombudsman to be partially justified. An in- 
mate in a Provincial Institution complained that he was denied 
Day Parole without first having his application forwarded to 
the National Parole Service. Upon investigation, the Ombudsman 
found that the procedure for obtaining Day Parole differed in 
the various institutions. In this particular case’ the’ inmate 
was given a local form which upon completion was reviewed by a 
classification committee. This committee either approves or 
denies the application. "If the request is denied by the 
classification committee the inmate is advised and the request 
form filled out is filed at the Institution. The inmate is 
told at the same time that he may still appeal for day parole 
to the National Parole Service, Ottawa" (p.68). 

The Ombudsman recommended that the same policy and proce- 


dure be followed in all Provincial institutions. The Ombudsman 
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was later advised by correctional officials that Day Parole 
application procedures would be standardized. In the future 
all inmates would complete the National Parole Service Form 
PS19 (Application for Parole), in triplicate, with the original 
to the National Parole Board in Ottawa, a copy to the regional 
National Parole Service Office and a eine of the application 
to remain on file at the institution. The recommendations of 
the Classification Committee would be forwarded to the National 
Parole Board. 

As of the latter part of 1974, then, an inmate could apply 
on his own accord for Day Parole any time he wished directly 
to the granting authority, the National Parole Board. This 
resulted in a considerable change in the Day Parole Selection 
process. The Institutional officials and the Classification 
Committee had been divested of much of their discretionary 
powers and their role changed from partially a decision-making 
one to largely an advisory one in terms of Day Parole’. 

It was shortly after this change in the function of the 
Classification Meetings that the research into the selection 
of Day Parolees was conducted. Under the present selection 
process, the inmates discussed at the meetings had usually 
applied sometime previously to the National Parole Board for 
Day Parole. The Parole Officer would likely have interviewed 
the applicant or was about to interview him. The applicant's 
Social Worker/Counsellor probably had discussed the application 
with the inmate or was about to do so. The Institution-based 


Addiction Counsellors affiliated with the Alberta Alcohol and 
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Drug Abuse Commission likely had seen the applicant LPs 
appeared there was a history of drug or alcohol abuse. The 
Probation Officer at the meeting would likely have a Pre-Sentence 
Report or previous Probation reports relative to the applicant. 
The representative of the Center, usually the Director, would 
have the applicant's previous file if he had been at the Center 
before. The goal of the Classification Meetings, then, was to 
arrive at a decision relative to the applicant's transfer to 
the Center and/or recommendation either favorable or unfavor- 
able in terms of the inmate's application for Day Parole. 
thefort' s0Vassification Meetifig ' 

Method of Data Collection 

In order to gather data about the selection process for 
Day Parole, the author attended four consecutive selection 
meetings at the Institution. One meeting was in March 1975 and 
the remainder were held in April 1975. Permission to attend 
the meetings had been obtained from the Institution's Director 
and the author had advised several of the participants in ad- 
vance that he would be in attendance at several meetings with 
the purpose to obtain information for this Study. 

The author's appearance at these meetings did not appear 
to bother any of the participants and his presence seemed to be 
taken for granted. The author was acquainted with many of the 
participants by virtue of his attendance at similar meetings 
some seven months earlier as a representative of the Parole 
Service. The Director of Corrections advised the Institution and 


the Center that the author had official permission to research 
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the Day Parole program. As well, the author had made a point 
of informing correctional officials as early as the previous 
summer of his intention to research Day Parole. The author's 
presence, then, was not a surprise. The officials were aware 
of the author's status as a student/researcher. The author's 
identification as part of "The System" not too long ago seemed 
to pave the way for quick acceptance at the meetings. Indeed, 
two of the participants expressed a keen interest in the Study. 
They were not to be individually interviewed by the author, 
because of their limited involvement with the Day Parole selec- 
tion process. Even so, they said they were most willing to 
help out in any way they could. In short, the author did not 
encounter any overt negative feedback to his presence at the 
selection meetings. His presence was accepted without serious 
question’, thus apparently indicating a neutral reaction to 
his attendance and some of the officials seemed sincerely in- 
terested in the Study. 

At each meeting the author sat with those in attendance 
at a large table. By taking a position at a corner of the 
table, but back from the edge, the author was able to observe 
the participants and clearly hear their deliberations. The 
general format of these meetings was not noticeably different 
from the ones previously attended by the author as a represen- 
tative of the Parole Service. Throughout this time the author 
took notes in longhand on paper attached to a clipboard. fhis 
clipboard was held so that those seated next to the author could 
not view the notes without leaning backward and east aa The 


notes taken by the author were intended, to record something of 
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the kinds of information that were presented, and the source 
of «this information. As well, the author kept track of the 
number of cases considered and the length of time devoted to 
each case. 

This method of recording the interaction at the meetings 
was poorly suited to capturing important factors such as non- 
verbal expressions and tones of voice. Taking notes in long- 
hand did not allow the author to keep up with the brisk pace 
at which the meetings were conducted nor could many of the de- 
tails be captured in each case. The degrees of information 
such as assessments ranging from very negative to very positive 
could not be accurately captured so only the presence or absence 
of an item was noted. This method of data collection could not 
judge the weight of the factors involved. Nevertheless, the 
notes taken permitted the review of the meetings at a later 
date in regards to the general nature of the discussions per- 
tinent to each case. In addition, the author was able to make 
some observations about some of the dynamics involved in selec- 
tLon—meetings-in—ecorrectional -facilities. 

Presentation of the hingings 
What kinds of information were presented at the Classi- 
fication Meeting? By recording the type of information presen- 
ted on each inmate the author was able to categorize some of 
the elements involved in the selection of inmates .for Day Parole. 
Table 3.2 presents the findings. 
Expiry Date 
Table 3.2 indicates that the expiry date of an in- 


mate's sentence was cited most frequently. This represents 
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TYPES OF INFORMATION PRESENTED AT 
FUR Snot. PUT LUN CeASotrICATION MEETINGS, (1975 


TYPE OF INFORMATION f Per Cent 


Expiry Date of Sentence 49 ts > 
Inmate Assessment 44 ni Ga 5 
Charge and Sentence 43 LD 
Age 41 9.6 
Family Background BY) Vivi 
Use of Alcohol/Drugs 32 UE 
Criminal Record Zo 6.6 
Conduct at Institution Ze 4.9 
Length of Time at Institution 20 4.7 
Employment History Vy 4.5 
Previously at. Institution 18 4.2 
Education 14 re? 
Applied for Full Parole 13 Bsa) 
Psychiatric/Psychological Reports 10 14,5) 
Behavior on Probation 10 Low 
Inmate's View 9 Leek: 
Facilities/Program at Center 6 1% 
Court Recommendation 6 1.4 
Caseload Management 6 oe 
Previous Conduct at Center 2 5 
Physical Condition a GieeZ 
Penitentiary Conduct 1 ay 
TOTAL 426 99.8 


11.5 per cent of all the recorded pieces of information pre- 
sented at the meetings. The concern of the officials here was 
with the amount of time remaining to serve in the inmate's 
sentence. A commonly understood guideline was that Day Parole 
would usually be granted toward the latter part of the sentence. 
Neither the Institution, the Center nor the Parole Service want- 
ed an-inmate on Day Parole for a:long time. There was a gen- 


erally accepted belief that this created undue hardships for 
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the inmate and fostered an unnecessarily high security risk 
for which the Center was not equipped to handle. The Parole 
Board's operational policy was to grant Day Parole for only a 
period of three months (later extended to four months), after 
which an extension of the original Certificate had to be ob- 
tained from the Board. It was generally understood by those 
attending the meeting that a transfer from the Institution to 
the Center for the purpose of Day Parole while there was a 
large proportion remaining in an inmate's sentence would be 
approved only if the inmate had applied for Full Parole and if 
the Parole Officer was confident the inmate would be granted 
Full Parole. It was, therefore, important to know how long the 
inmate was to be the responsibility of an institution and this 
concern was reflected at the meetings by being raised most 
Frequently when selecting inmates for Day Parole. Similarly, 
if an inmate was to be released in less than a month, it was 
generally considered to be a waste of time to process an appli- 
eEac2on for Day Paroles “It usually took two to fourvweeks to 
get a Day Parole back from Ottawa. In all likelihood, the 
inmate could have been released before Day Parole arrived or, 
with a-matter of days yet to serve,’ the trouble’ of°finding a 
JOD, Was MOl Considered 20> be worth going for Day” Parole. 

Inmate Assessment 

The second major concern was the assessment of the 
inmate. It tepresents 10.3 per’ cent of all the information 
presented. These assessments were not usually formal presen- 


tations and they did not usually represent anything like a 
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well-documented clinical assessment. They were quick judge- 
ments, readily offered by most officials in attendance at the 
Meeting. These assessments generally summarized the assessor's 
perception of an inmate. They tended to be brief and generally 
indicated either a positive or negative conclusion. Some 
examples of these assessments would include the following: 


"This guy is a real rounder and he doesn't deserve Day 
Parole ; 


"The subject relates well, comes from a good home and seems 
co nave’ a Lot'or™ potenti als” 


"He's a security risk and shouldn't be at Belmont." 
"He's sixteen and shouldn't be here." 

"This joker will never make it through Day Parole." 
"I think he's a positive case." 

The quick judgements were not offered in an off-hand- 
ed or unconcerned fashion. They represent what a particular 
official thought about a particular applicant at that time. 

The officials conscienciously went about their task of judging 
people. These quick judgements could very well be just as 
accurate as more sophisticated assessments. 

Charge: and” senvence 

The third most frequently cited information was the 
charge andi sentence. This item represents 10.1 per cent of all 
information presented. The sentence, usually expressed in months, 
Ts TArOrmatron of a nmature@camalar to the Length of time Left in 
the sentence. It gives the Meeting some idea of the time re- 
straints in each case. Information about the offence provides 


Ene Otticrals with an indication of the type of “offender: they 
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are dealing with. Knowing the general nature of the crime was 
believed to tell a lot about the offender - was he a thief, a 
drug addict, a sex offender, a violent person, a petty crook, 
or a sophisticated criminal. 

Age was the fourth most frequently expressed item. 
It represented 9.6 per cent of all information presented. 
This factor provides more information that the officials use 
to come up with a picture of the kind of person who is being 
considered for transfer to the Center and/or for Day Parole. 

Fact. vs Opinion 

It is possible to examine the information presented 
at the meeting in terms of "cold hard facts" or "Judgement 
Calls". A review of Table 3.2 indicates two-thirds of the in- 
formation presented at the Classification Meetings was "cold 
hard facts". There was not a great deal of personal judgement 
required by the participants. The balance of the information, 
about one-third of the total, required a considerable degree 
of personal judgement by the officials. This would seem to 
indicate that the officials involved in the selection process 
play an important part in who eventually is placed on Day 
Parole. Assuming the officials do not perceive or decide the 
same way'l | one important factor in the selection of Day Paro- 
lees would appear to be the officials' caseload to which an in- 
mate is assigned. 

Time Per Case 

The research question "How long did the officials 


take to collectively come to a decision?" was explored by 
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noting the nearest number of minutes spent on each case. Table 


3.3 provides the answer to this question. 
TIE NO’. 
TIME TAKEN TO REACH A DECISION AT FOUR 
TINSTLIUTION CLASSIFICATION MEETINGS, 1975 


NUMBER OF IMINUTES 


PER: CASE f F 
0-1 igs Ls 
2-3 16 29 
4-5 29. 58 
6-7 6 64 
8 - 7 Tat 

10-11 3 74 

12-14 3 77 
15 and over Zz 72 


TOTAL 72 


ae 


Table 3.3 shows a positively skewed distribution. 
As a result, the most appropriate measure of central tendency 
is the median (Anderson and Zelditch, 1968:89). The median 
interval is four to five minutes per case. The median time to 
arrive at a ‘decision in the seventy-=nine cases handled at four 
Institution Classification Meetings was 4.3 minutes. The 
range was one minute to twenty-five minutes. The modal inter- 
val is four to five minutes and the mean is 4.9 minutes. 

source of Informacion 

ity addition “towdentirying the kinds of information 
dealt with in the selection meetings and the time spent on each 
deliberation, the author recorded the source of the information 


presented. By identifying each major contributor in each case 
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the data in Table 3.4 was obtained. 


TABLE 3.4 


MAJOR CONTRIBUTORS QF INFORMATION AT 
PUUR INS PETUTEON CEASSIPLCATLON-MEETINGS, 1975 


MAJOR CONTRIBUTORS OF f Per Cent 
INFORMATION (N=79) 
Classification Officer 62 TRS! 
Parole Officer 37 46.8 
Counsellors 555) AYES 35 
Probation Officers 16 2020 
Addiction Counsellors 14 Lee 
Center's Representative tI dhe ee 
Psychologist 9 Ld.4 
Preest..CR.C. ) Z 269 
Canada Manpower Z Zig 
Salvation Army Chaplain if Loe 


Table 3.4 shows that the Classification Officer 
(also the Chairperson of the meeting) dominated the discussions. 
He was involved in nearly eighty per cent of the’ cases. Usually 
the Classification Officer relied on the information contained 
on the Classification Report. This is a document prepared a- 
bout the inmate soon after his arrival at the Institution, gen- 
erally outlining the inmate's age, charge, criminal record, 
education, family background, employment history, use of alco- 
ane and an evaluation/assessment of the offender. 

The Parole, Uttacer and the, Institution's Counsellors 
Weresionvolved.in nearly J4nly per cent of fihe cases. “since 
the Classification Report is the first document prepared that 
tells something about the inmate, it is understandable that 


whoever possesses this document in the meetings usually would 
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have the most information concerning an inmate. This would 
seem to explain the dominant position of the Classification 
Officer. Other officials at the meeting seem to have been 
relegated to a secondary rote in that the basic information 
about the inmate had already been presented by the Classifica- 
tion Officer. The other officials in attendance could only 
supplement the basic information through their art Petpet ol! 

Number of Officials 

In addition to the above information, it was possi- 
ble to document the number of officials involved in each case 
at the four Classification Meetings. Table 3.5 illustrates 


this information. 
PABLE. 3.5 


NUMBER OF OFFICIALS INVOLVED IN EACH CASE AT 
PHEAINSTITUT LON S-CEASSEEICATION MEETINGS, 1975 


NUMBER OF MAJOR CONTRIBUTORS f Per Cent 

PER CASE (N=79) 

1 18 22.8 

2 23 ZO. 

3 ZF oA 2 

4 7 8.9 

5 4 ee 
TOTAL 79 100.1 


Table 3.5 shows the model category to be three con- 
Eribucors iper case. -[hissoeeunred: in chairty four. per veent of 
the cases. By cumulation we see that in eighty-six per cent 
of the cases, there were three officials or less making major 


contributions. 


128 


biyow eit setemat ie 


noidemotnl ctewd, St “allel olor 
~soitieealy aiid ih a fond 
yine bluoo sonsbined.te ini oiniaaste: 
Ao tsaqinidteg xiend qvordd, olen neal A 


.~ieaaq eeu! Si motismso Int eveds ead a | naib " 
easo fane wi beviawnd elstoiito Ve rsdaun, Wh amus 
eodpataus ft £.% etdat soni soot nok 


et i ofraaeateeni9 Store 1 3HT 
i‘ at ie si hy 2ROTUBTATHOD AM 
i 


sein, 1d ) 


i 
1 amendment 
sad of 


; ; +neo ) saat os pre soy netom ens ta 4 tat a, 
“to. jose 199, 1169, Saal ai b Bextus90 aint ns a AM, ose vr 


r ines a3, xie-wadpie ‘iat Pads 52 0 wade f ” hag.) taal 
if rote ents me oly is " > sour atom 210 4 ase 


29 


Summary 


In summary, the weekly Classification Meetings at the 
Institution handled approximately twenty cases per week. The 
median number of officials involved in each case is two and 
the Classification Officer, Parole Officer and Institutional 
Counsellors, in that order, dominate the discussions. The 
median time devoted to each case is 4.3 minutes. Factors such 
as the length of time remaining to be served, the charge and 
sentence, the inmate's age and various assessments as to the 
"kind of person" the inmate is, appear to be the most important 
types of information presented at the meeting. It appears then 
that in the initial selection procedure of Day Parolees, a few 
people process a few pieces of information in a few minutes. 

Some Observations 

the Aims of Corrections 

The Classification Meetings represent a forum in 
which the entire range of the aims and philosophies of the 
Criminal Justice System in general and their particular place 
in. Corrections are displayed. Most of the cases were "cut 
and dried". In some cases, the decision was short and easy; 
for example, where the inmate had formally withdrawn his Day 
Parole application, had been transferred to another institution, 
and/or who had not been seen by any of the officials (here the 
case would be deferred for one week so someone could see him). 
In other, cases,..the, decision was made rather, quickly after all 
the available information had been presented, and briefly dis- 


cussed. These types of cases did not take very long to decide. 
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A minority of cases, however, took much longer to 
reach a decision. For some, the reasons for the longer time 
had to do with the amount of information available. While 
most of the cases were decided on the basis of a rather limi- 
ted amount of information, others, a minority, had a great 
deal of information available in the form of Probation Reports, 
Parole Reports, Psychological and Psychiatric Reports and 
various institutional reports such as from a penitentiary or 
treatment facility in which the inmate had previously spent 
Bone) tine. Even in these cases where it took the officials 
longer to read out or report the case to the group, the deci- 
sion as to what to do was usually made quickly once the infor- 
mation had been presented. 

In a flew of the longer cases, however, the reason 
for the additional time centered around basic differences in 
the theoretical underpinnings of the Criminal Justice System 
in general and Corrections in particular. At times the delib- 
erations reached the point where angry words were exchanged be- 
tween officials that usually cooperated very well together. 

In these cases, one of the officials would have proposed a 

plan for an inmate about which he felt rather strongly in 
favor? 4, The case was always a controversial one, such as an 
inmate who had an extensive criminal record or whose "reputation" 
in and out of gaol made him rather notorious. Generally the 
official with the positive assessment of the inmate tried to 
persuade his colleagues to see things his way. On the other 


hand, the other committee members often resisted the persusion 
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and defended their negative assessments. The basic argument 
was whether or not the inmate "deserved" Day Parole. The side 
with the positive assessment made reference to the "Rehabili- 
tation" aims in Corrections and relied on statements such as: 
"What is best for this fellow?" 
"He's going to be out before too long anyways." 


“YE a Quy is really “trying” to go straight, ‘why ‘not “qrve 
him Day Parole?" 


Officials with a negative assessment of the case 
generally referred to the "Punishment and Deterrence" aims of 
Corrections. They stated: 

"He may need Day Parole but he'll just goof it up." 


"Why should we give him a break if he isn't going to help 
himself?" 


"Why give him Parole? Why reinforce bad behavior?" 

The debate was often resolved by referring the whole 
matter to the Parole Officer for submission to the National 
Parole Board in Ottawa. 

| retvsom Tercep cron 

The assessment of inmates by Classification Officers, 
Parole Officers and Counsellors is one of the key processes 
in the ~seléctron of Day “*Parolees: ~The “Socral “Psychological 
research into the processes of person perception whereby "Man 
comes to know and to think about other persons, their character- 


istics, qualities and inner states" (Taguirei; 1969:395; see 


aleu Mmastore et al, 1970) "re *partrcularty relevance to “tive “assess 


ment of Day Parolees. Understanding the dynamics involved in 


one person judging emotional states, personality traits and 
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forming impressions of other people would throw additional 
light on what goes on in the seleciton of Day Parolees, given 
the importance of the perceiver's assessment. 

Group Decisions 

Another major process in the selection of Day 
Parolees is the Classification Meeting at the Institution and 
the Day Parole Meeting at the Center. Here, decisions are 
made in a group setting that have a profound influence as to 
who gets recommended for Day Parole. To understand group dyna- 
mics in general and the particular dynamics involved in group 
membership: pressures to uniformity, power and influence, 
leadership and performance, motivational processes and struc- 
tural properties (Cartwright and Zander, 1968) would contribute 
to & more complete understanding of this part in the selection 
of inmates for Day Paroker 

Typical Cases (Normal Crimes) 

Sudnow (1969) coined the term "normal crimes" in 
his discussion of a Public Defender Office. The concept referred 
to "those occurrences whose typical features, e.g., the ways 
they usually occur and the characteristics of persons who com- 
mit them" generated a "proverbial characterization" for any 
series: of offence types (p.)514). .The mark of a competent 
attorney was his "command not simply of local penal codes, 
peculiarities and courtroom folklore, but, as importantly, of 
relevant features of the social structure and criminological 
wisdom" (p. 316-317). For the Public Defender, the understand- 
ing of what constituted a normal crime was crucial for the 


performance of one of the key parts of his job - the arrangement 


was 
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af-aiguilty plea batgain Cp. 315). 

In terms of this Study, the concept of normal crime 
seems to be very applicable to the selection of Day Parolees 
both in terms of the assessments developed by the individual 
officials as well asthe group decision process. fhe previously 
discussed assessments represent in large part the "folk wisdoms 
of Corrections". Each official seems to develop his own way 
of assessing an inmate and each official has a characteristic 
way of expressing his assessment. These judgements are evidence 
that there are normal crimes in Corrections, just as Sudnow 
demonstrated the existence of normal crimes in the Court por- 
thon of "the Criminal Justice. system. Similarly, Piliavin and 
Briar's study (1964) of police encounters with juveniles, where 
the disposition for nearly all minor offences was based on the 
youth's personal characteristics (demeanor and whether in the 
view of the patrol-man the youth was basically law-abiding or 
at least "salvageable") (p. 244-245) and not their offences, 
is evidence that the Police too, understand the concept of 
normal crime. 

Normal crimes, as understood in an institutional 
setting, quite naturally place a heavy emphasis on security 
matters. For certain offenders there was a generalized belief 
im regards to their escape Seonraehy An example of this came 
out quite often during the Classification Meetings when the 
offender was "the FP type". The offence was false pretences, 
usually writing "bum" cheques, and it was generally believed 


that the "FP type" poses very little threat to the community 
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while he is in gaol. The "FP type" was often considered to be 
a model prisoner in terms of good conduct and cooperation with 
staff members. 

This example seems to indicate that correctional 
officials also understand the concept of normal crime in their 
particular setting. In addition, the relatively short period 
of time spent by a few people to review a few pieces of infor- 
mation and then make a decision to recommend or not recommend 
Day Parole seems to illustrate that providing there was nothing 
really Wunusual" in a case, it was usually acceptable to recom- 
mend Day Parole be granted. Conversely, in the controversial 
cases like the ones cited above where there was something "un- 
usual", the meeting took a long time to hammer out a decision. 
The normal crimes seem to receive much less scrutiny than the 


unusual ones. 


Individual Approaches _ to Selection 


In order to examine the individual "selection approaches" 
of some of the officials involved in the screening of inmates 
who had applied for Day Parole, the author interviewed all the 
members of the Institution's Counselling staff and the Parole 
Officer who was responsible for investigating the majority of 
the Day Parole applications. These officials were believed to 
be key officials in terms of the selection of Day Parolees by 
virtue of their position and duties in the handling of inmates. 

The Institution's Counselling Staff consisted at the time 
of five members, two of whom had University experience and 


three who had previous experience "on the floor" of the 
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Institution. The latter had performed custodial and security 
duties at the Institution while the former had several years 
experience in the social service part of the Institution. 
These two officials performed the supervisory functions of the 
group. 

Method of Data Collection 

The selection of inmates for Day Parole is but one of a 
number of various duties which the Counsellors are called upon 
to perform. In order to identify the general nature of their 
work and the particular place of Day Parole in it, the author 
interviewed. the Counsellors and the Parole Officer in terms 
of their jobs and how they felt they went about selecting "Day 
Parole material". (See Appendix V for the interview schedule). 

The interviews were conducted by the author during May and 
June, 1975 at the Institution. All but two of the interviews 
were held in one of the offices in the Institution (one was 
held outside - there was no office space available and the 
Parole Officer was interviewed at his office in Edmonton in 
May 1975). The interviews generally lasted about one hour and 
one was interrupted on a number of occasions when other staff 
members felt they needed to speak with the respondent. The 
two Counsellors with social service experience were well a- 
Ccquainted with the author while the three Counsellors who had 
"floor" experience were not, but we had met several times pre- 
vious to the interviews. They were well aware of the purpose 
itenohe. Study: and, therm contribution. to-it... [he.author \s_rela= 
tionship with the Parole Officer was much like the relationship 


with the three Counsellors with "floor" backgrounds. 
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The interviews were "open-ended" in that a precise schedule 
was not followed. The questions were "leading" so as to focus 
the respondant's attention generally on the topic in question. 
From then on the respondants were allowed to proceed at will. 
The author took notes in long-hand and occasionally interrupted 
the respondant in order to summarize or classify his comments. 
At the end of a particular topic, the author reviewed his notes 
with the respondant to ensure that they reflected the respon- 


dant's statements. 


Presentation of the Findings 
Job Description 


The Social Worker/Counsellors 

In terms, of the general duties of the Counsellors, 
each had a caseload of inmates for which they were responsible. 
Each inmate on the caseload was serving a sentence of at least 
four months=>. The Counsellor is to develop a program for the 
oo term inmate that is believed to best fulfill the goals 
of the Criminal Justice System (protection, punishment, deter- 
rence and rehabilitation) while the inmate is within an in- 
stitutional setting. The Counsellor has a number of alterna- 
tives: the inmate can stay in the higher security facilities 
of The Fort; he may be transferred to an open forestry camp; 
he may be transferred to another institution, such as Peace 
River (not an infrequent procedure for potential trouble 
makers at The Fort), or he may be transferred to the Center 
either to finish out his sentence or for Day Parole. As well 


as making recommendations and decisions concerning the facility 


in which to place the inmate, the Counsellor is called upon to 
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deal with some of the personal problems of the inmates. This 
may be in regards to his behavior at the Institution, and his 
state of affairs and relationships "on the street" (family, 
job, school, etc.). The Counsellor also is involved with the 
inmate on such matters as Fyl] Parole, Day Parole, or training 
program within the Institution such as barbering, motor mechan- 
ics or auto body mechanics. One Counsellor summarized his job 
this way: "You get to know the guy and his circumstances and 
help him with guidance and planning". An indication of the 
caseload situation was provided by this same Counsellor who 
had thirty-six inmates on his caseload. He estimated he saw 
each inmate once every two weeks. 


The Parole Officer 


In terms of the general duties of the Parole Officer, 


his primary concern was investigating, assessing and making 
recommendations concerning Day Parole applications. These 
applications now came from a variety of sources such as the 
Institution, the Center, the inmate, the court, a lawyer or 
any Yother -intérested™ party. “Prior tosmid-1974, the Parole 
Officer responsible for Day Parole would have received nearly 
all +suchSapplications from the Institution or the>Center.* In 
addition to Day Parole responsibilities, the Parole Officer 
also investigated Full Parole applications, and provided 
supervision to parolees on Full Parole and Mandatory Super- 
vision. Compared to other Parole Officers, then, this respon- 
dent was responsible for nearly all Day Parole activities in 
the Edmonton area, while his colleagues generally handled 


little in the way of Day Parole duties. They concentrated 
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more on the Full Parole duties in the Edmonton region and on 
Day Parole duties in the other areas served by the Edmonton 
Parole Service Office. This respondant attended the Institu- 
tion two or three times each week to take part in meetings, 
interview Day Parole applicants and discuss Parole matters 
with the staff at the Institution. Once or twice a week the 
Parole Officer visited the Center to interview inmates and 
meet with staff members either individually or in a group 
setting. 

"Positive Day Parole Material" 

In the course of performing the duties outlined above, 
plus attending various other meetings and the writing of re- 
ports, the Counsellors and the Parole Officer are expected to 
pass judgement on those who have applied for Day Parole or who 
are considering doing so. To obtain information as to which 
inmates are considered to be "good Day Parole material" and 
which inmates are thought to be "poor Day Parole material", the 
author asked the Parole Officer and the Counsellors what things 
they considered to be important when giving a positive recommen- 
dation and a negative recommendation in terms of Day Parole. 
Table 3.6 details the factors deemed to be important by each 
Counsellor and the Parole Officer to warrant a positive re- 
commendation toward a Day Parole Application. The Table was 
constructed by reviewing the interview responses and categor- 


izing each factor mentioned. 
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TPABLE®S36 


POSIVIVEDEACTORS IN THE SELECTION OF DAY PAROLEES 


oe 


POSITIVE FACTORS ‘i Per Cent 
First Offender 6 LB 
Good Job/School Prospect 4 P2E1 
Desire to Improve Self/Change 

Lifestyle 4 EZEY 
Concerned Wife/Parents Z Greil 
Inmate Scared 2 6a¥ 
Short Sentence 2 Gaul 
Good Behavior 2 Gal 
Favorable Employment History 2 (sil 
Low Threat to Community 2 GCL 
Young Person fs aroal 
Has Dependants 1 xe 
Overcrowding at the Institution 1 oa 
Positive Views of Other Officials 1 Da 
Won't Likely be Back a a0 
Minor Offence Bi ae0 
TOTAL 538) 100.0 


Table 3.6 indicates that the Counsellors and Parole Officer 
feel they would look most favorably upon a first offender who 
in their view showed a desire to "improve himself" and change 
his lifestyle and had a school or job to go to. There were a 
variety of other concerns ranging from specific items (Short 
Sentence) to vague, almost indeterminable things (Won't Likely 
Be Back). The item Overcrowding at the Institution would seem 
to indicate that when the inmate population at the Institution 
reaches crisis proportions, officials are primarily concerned 
with bed space. Apparently during such periods officials would 
be somewhat more inclined to transfer inmates to the Center, 
thereby virtually guaranteeing their consideration for Day 


Parole whereas when The Fort could easily accommodate the inmates, 


del bey 
easel YAO * wo worrass3e set 
va A a Awe , 
ined | yi wk, , 
£, BL 8 ‘ 
T1352 ia a iby 
L.a S 
[a Ls m 
Lia 9) 
i {va S ; 
[,a = 
1.2 Biot Me 
ee Pai: ae 
Oe L . mpoisvdisany 
th, © | {ete tot? oo 
eh fi 
- O,.< a L A i 
00M big) ee ' abel 
“Sroens porte <a S ome en ceo a es SNR salar = . _— 


‘exh one bag epabiasnued, ert “Yeas pienilinh ation 
ory tobe tte sank) 8 npg addatasove’ sam, woul, bivow.ay 
epnaila Ane, “Theamed svorqmia” a3, odtasb # bowode wow 3 
é stow stort dy ee pt det, 20 Loonie, a ben bas. olyse 

daar?) amedi ‘aitnaane moa) pngpnes enragnor sate 20 X | 

yew eer epatrd eldeningadeboi Jeonte, »2u06% at yin: 

nee blaow ooidud ident wi dt gnitbwors79Ms, made pe 

M ahaa deal an 3m ans shtiges atone ans nave add, edge ; 

i bentsane> gh inemiig ane akddai ne Seaebies o1n9\\Re 08987, 
Agv onan, «Li neaegal sqe, b | 

0%) o3 honitanl 

| ipeseora a Attest j uy o198 3 


oa 
al A i, 


" pluav elainitio sotsee 


i > 


Yr 


140 


the Counsellors would be more selective in their efforts to 
choose inmates for transfer to the Center and/or Day Parole. 

Fact vs Opinion 

The officials, then, have an array of information on which 
to base a positive decision. Some of this information is readi- 
ly available to the official and is of a non-judgement variety 
while other types of information is that which requires the 
official to make a NGdgenents A review of Table 3.6 reveals 
that in reaching a positive decision about Day Parole, two- 
thirds of the information used by the officials is generally 
"cold hard fact" and one-third is generally a "judgement call". 
This would seem to indicate that the "selection style" of each 
individual plays an important part in the selection of Day 
Parolees, especially since they contribute a lot of informa- 
tion to the meeting where important decisions are made concern- 
ing Day Parole. 

"Negative Day Parole Material" 

Just as the Counsellors and Parole Officer had a fairly 
clear idea of who constituted a "good case for Day Parole", so 
did they have a fairly clear picture in mind as to who was a 
“Dad “case for Day Parole”. *‘Table “3.7 outlines the*factors ‘that 
make up "a bad case". The Table was constructed by reviewing 


the interview responses and categorizing each factor mentioned. 
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ABLE 37 


NEGATIVE FACTORS IN THE SELECTION OF DAY PAROLEES 


NEGATIVE FACTORS f Per Cent 
Sex Offence 5 17.2 
Intend to Continue Crime 3 10.0 
Violent Offence 3 LOS) 
Playing Games/Not Serious 3 10.9 
No Desire to Better Self or 

Change Lifestyle Z 6.9 
Poor Conduct 2 Ga 
Threat to Community Z 6.9 
Chronic Repeater 2 6.9 
Retarded 1 Ds 4 
Grossly Immature M 3.4 
Poor Attitude Toward Working il Fed 
Chronic Drinker 1 3.4 
Expected Negative Public Reaction 1 3.4 
Previous Violation at Belmont 1 3.4 
Junkie a D4 
TOTAL 7S) be a) 


Table 3.7 indicates that an offender who committed a sex 
or violent offence and/or who in the view of the officials had 
no intention of "going straight" and was "not serious" about 
Day Parole would be assessed negatively. There are a variety 
of negative factors on which to base a negative decision, from 
specific, non-judgemental, items such as the offence to very 
imprecise and judgemental items such as Expected Negative Pub- 
lic Reaction. 

Fact vs Opinion 

A review of Table 3.7 indicates that in arriving at nega- 
tive decisions regarding Day Parole the officials rely on "cold 
hard facts" considerably less than they rely on a "judgement 


call". Here, the "selection style" of the individual official 
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is a most important consideration. 

summary 

In arriving at a decision regarding Day Parole, the indi- 
vidual officials have considerable latitude in which to make 
up their minds. There is lots of room for "judgement calls". 
This is particularly true in arriving at. negative recommenda- 
tions. It would seem that in an inmate's application for Day 
Parole, from one-third to one-half of the factors considered 
by an official involves a personal judgement or assessment by 
that official. This finding emphasizes the importance in terms 
of selection for Day Parole of the relationship between the 


official and the inmates on his caseload. 


selection of Day Parolees at the Center 


There are two important factors in the selection of Day 
Parolees at the Center. One is a Day Parole meeting; the other 
is the approach taken by the Social Workers to recommending 
inmates for Day Parole. 

The Center's Day Parole Meeting 

Each Monday afternoon for the past several years there has 
been a Day Parole meeting at the Center attended by the Center's 
senior administration (the Director, Deputy Director and/or 
Assistant Deputy Director), the Social Workers and the Parole 
Officer who also attended The Fort meetings. The general pur- 
pose of this meeting was to review the cases of certain inmates 
with a view to considering them for Day Parole. 


An integral part of the Center's Day Parole program has 
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been the Alcohol Treatment Program (generally called "Treatment"). 
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Correctional officials refer to the calling of a meeting about 
the time that Day Parole began (presumably about 1968) between 
officials of the Center, the Institution, and the Edmonton 
Parole Service Office. They agreed that in the case of inmates 
with alcohol problems who were not likely a’ security risk, an 
acceptable procedure to handle them would consist of a period 
-of time at The Fort followed by the eight week Treatment Program 
at the Center, followed in turn by a period of Day Parole to 
the expiry of their sentence. Later, correctional officials 
noted that "the number of potential alcoholics was overestima- 
ted as it has proven difficult throughout the years to classify 
more than forty to fifty inmates for alcoholism treatment at 
Belmont. The balance of the space has been occupied by inmates 
transferred as work-party from Fort Saskatchewan to relieve over- 
crowding at the latter institution and to provide a labor force 
for Belmont". (Annual. Report, Corrections: Branch, 1972:125). 

As a result, inmates often were transferred from the 
Institution to the Center toward the end of their sentence for 
eight weeks of Treatment or Workparty to be followed by Day 
Parole to the expiry of the sentence. In some cases, the ap- 
plication and initial recommendation concerning Day Parole had 
been made at the Institution's Classification Meeting prior to 
the inmate's arrival at the Center. In other cases where Day 
Parole was being considered the application for Day Parole 
was made on behalf of the inmate by the Center during the 
Treatment or Workparty Program. Day Parole was to be effected 
upon the successful completion of this phase of the plan. 


Evidence that this practice became formalized is found in an 
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14 


undated publication by the Center entitled Procedural Guide- 


iines: 

"1, Day Parole 
-available to inmates upon application by staff or the 
Parole Service, after they have been in the institution 
for about eight weeks. 
-approval may be given by the National Parole Board 
For employment or education. 
-application is made by the Board which meets each 
Monday at Belmont at 1:00 p.m. 

2. Work Party 
-consists of men transferred to Belmont who are not on 
a specific program. They may be eligible for Day 
Parole after eight weeks. 
-in some cases application for Day Parole has been 
made prior to admission." (p.1) 

Traditionally, then, most inmates who eventually were 
placed on Day Parole had to complete the eight week Treatment 
eriWork Party eprogramtat the Centers trcltewas the Center's policy 
to automatically consider each inmate for Day Parole after a- 
bout five weeks of Treatment or Work Party. The Day Parole 
Certificate was expected to arrive in about three weeks, at 
which time the inmate would be finished the Treatment or Work- 
party Program. Relatively few inmates were transferred to the 
Center for the purpose of Day Parole only, although this could 
be arranged if the officials involved felt an inmate was par- 
ticularly deserving of such consideration. A typical case in 


this regard would be a young inmate who had been attending 
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school and had received a prison sentence with the Court's 
recommendation of Day Parole. Such an offender would often 
be transferred to the Center as soon as possible and likely 
released on Temporary Absence Permits until the National Parole 
Board authorized Day fea modi a 

‘Since most Day Parolees went through another selection 
and screening process, namely the weekly Day Parole meeting 
at the Center, the author attended a series of these meetings 
in an effort to learn more about the selection of inmates for 
Day Parole. 

Method of Data Collection 

With the consent of the Center's Director, the author 
attended four consecutive Day Parole meetings held at the 
Center. Two meetings were in March, 1975 and two were in 
April, 01975. -:Im attendance were one or two Parole Officers, 
three or four of the Center's five Social Workers and one or 
two of the Center's three senior administrative staff, who 
acted as Chairperson of the meeting. These officials were 
well acquainted with the author by virtue of his previous em- 
ployment relationship with the staff at the Center. In addi- 
tion the author spent several hours each day during March and 
April, 1975 at the Center searching through files in order to 
gather data relative to Day Parolees. The author frequently 
had coffee with the staff and whenever possible discussed the 
general nature of the Study with them in an attempt to maintain 
unthreatening positive and friendly relationship, thereby faci- 
tating the continuing cooperation of staff members that is so 


vital to the commencement and completion of a Study of thisnature. 
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At the Day Parole meetings the author sat with the officials 
and took notes during the proceedings. Everyone was aware of 
the author's status as student/researcher/former member of "The 
System". Everyone was aware that notes were being taken. Once 
again, as with The Fort meetings, the autnor did not encounter 
any negative feedback. Again, too, several staff members seemed 
to be quite interested in the Study. Generally speaking the 
atmosphere, format and proceedings evidenced at these meetings 
were not noticeably different from the ones previously attended 
by the author as a representative of the Parole Service. Par- 
ticular attention was paid to the kinds of information presented 
in each case, the number of cases considered and the time de- 
voted to each case. The author's notes of the meetings were 
reviewed at a later date and categorized in terms of type and 


source of information presented. 


Presentation of the Findings 


Type of Information 


What type of information comes out at the Center's Day 
Parole meetings? Table 3.8 illustrates the general nature of 
the discussions at the meetings. 

Table 3.8 presents the kind of information presented 
at the meetings, the frequency of each kind over the four meet-. 
ings attended by the author, and the overall rate of occurance 


(expressed in per cent). 
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TABLE, 3...8 


TYPES OF INFORMATION PRESENTED AT FOUR 
OF RHE “CENTER Vo DAY: PARULE MEE RINGS,. 1975 


TYPE OF INFORMATION fF Per Cent 
| (N=30) 
Length of Time at Center 19 Vere 0 
Employment Situation 14 It<8 
Procedural Matters 14 hal rcs 
Conduct Reports 11 ee 
Program at Center iil ee 
Inmate Assessments yi Se 
Criminal Record 7 De? 
Behavior on Passes 6 240 
Of fence 6 Bia 
Use of Alcohol/Drugs 6 > e) 
Reason for Day Parole 9 Le 
The Future 5) Zu 
Marital Situation 3 Tah) 
Associates 2 oY 
Prognosis 2 decay, 
Charges Outstanding 2 ted 
Psychological Assessment ib 0.8 
Day Parole Experience i 0.8 
Personal Interests id O23 
TOTAL Lg pisAAgs 


Time atthe Center 

The most frequently cited information at the meetings 
had to do with the length of time an inmate had been at the 
Center. In general this amounted to a discussion of how long 
an inmate had been at the Center and how much time remained 
unerheathe exprrationcof thisavsentence.* Since the length of 
time at the Center was discussed so frequently it would seem 
to be an important factor on which the officials relied heavily 
when considering Day Parole for an inmate. It was therefore, 


ranked the highest in apparent importance. 
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Employment and Procedures 


The next most frequently mentioned concerns had to do 
with the inmate's employment situation and procedural aspects 
relative to the Day Parole process. In terms of the former, 
the discussions centered around the kind of jobs the inmate 
could do, the chances of him securing his own employment and 
the availability of employment through the Center. The dis- 
cussions of procedural matters involved such things as explain- 
ing to an inmate that he must finish the Treatment Program be- 
Fore going on Day Parole, that there was insufficient time 
left in his pene onte to consider Day Parole or that the final 
Hecist en about Day Parole was made in Ottawa. 

Inmate Behavior 

The third most frequently discussed items dealt with 
the inmate's overall behavior at the Center and the program 
that he was involved with. Each week a conduct report was com- 
pleted by a staff member, usually one of the Correction Officers, 
pertaining to an inmate. The granting of many privileges, such 
as passes and Day Parole was highly dependant on these assess- 
ments. At the meeting these assessments were reviewed and 
notice was taken of such comments as "Average inmate", "Above 
Average inmate" or "Below Average inmate". These comments 
generally referred to the way in which an inmate was "fitting 
in" at the Center with his peers, his work supervisor and the 
staff member preparing the report. The item "Program at Center" 
referred to the inmate's assignment to the eight-week Treatment 


or Work Party program. The discussions on this topic generally 
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referred to how close the inmate was to completing the program, 
and what the inmate felt he was getting from the program. 

Criminality and Assessment 

The fourth most frequently mentioned items were the 
inmate's criminal record and the Social Worker's assessment 
of the inmate. In 5.9 per cent of the cases, the inmate's 
official Finger Print Section Record (FPS) was reviewed, noting 
the dates of conviction and sentence. In 5.9 per cent of 
the cases the Social Workers give a brief assessment of the 
inmate. These usually were not assessments of a clinical na- 
ture but more on a quick judgement basis such as "His values 
are backwards", "he's too immature", "he's scatterbrained", 
"hess as@qood kid basically", or. “that dying little bugger". 
These comments were made not by way of a formal presentation 
but more in conjunction with other remarks, comments and ob- 
servations reflecting the staff's assessment of the "kind of 
person" they were dealing with. 

Time 

This Study examined the importance of time factors, 
especially time remaining until release, not only by noting 
how frequently it came up in the Day Parole meeting but also 
& examining the dispositions of the thirty cases at four 


meetings attended by the author. Table 3.9 presents this data. 
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TACLE. SA9 


DISPOSITION AND REASONS CITED IN THIRTY CASES 
CONSIDERED AT MEETINGS,. 1975 


NATURE OF DISPOSITION F Per, Cent 


1. Day Parole Recommended ? 3030 


2. Day Parole Not Recommended 
Insufficient Time Remaining LD 43.3 


_3. Delay Day Parole Submission 
One Month - Poor Conduct 
Reports 1 SEAS, 


4. Day Parole Granted: Imple- 
ment when job arranged z Gad 


5. Day Parole Granted on basis 
of 6 days out and 1 day back 
at Center i BAS) 


6. Day Parole Granted: Imple- 
ment when Behavior Improves if Die 


a Consider TAP: Parole Act 


not applicable i Eee 5) 
8. Authorize TAP Until Day 

Parole Arrives Z 6a, 

TOTAL 30 999 


Table 3.9 indicates that in thirteen decisions (43.3%) 
Day Parole was not going to be recommended or proceeded with 
because it was felt there was not enough time for the Parole 
Officer to start or complete his investigation, submit his 
report to the National Parole Board in Ottawa, await a reply, 
prepare a Day Parole Certificate if Ottawa granted a Day Parole, 
and finally secure employment acceptable to both the inmate and 


the Center. Indeed, the importance of this factor is further 
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stressed when it is realized that of all decisions not to apply 
or implement Day Parole (Dispositions 2, 3, 6 and ie totalling 
16), the reason Insufficient Time was cited in 13 cases (81.3 
per cent). 

The inmate's reaction to this decision was one of accep- 
tance. None of the inmates interviewed at the Day Parole 
Meetings attended by the author questioned the wisdom or prac- 
ticality of this decision. When advised by the Chairperson 
that there was not enough time left in his sentence for Day 
Parole, the inmate would characteristically agree that he was 
"getting short". At least in the meetings there was no evidence 
of resentment or animosity on behalf of the inmates directed to- 
ward the officials or "The System" in general. This is not 
surprising, though, since a confrontation with the officials 
rarely benefits an inmate. Undoubtedly, with the end of the 
sentence nearing, the inmate would not be too interested in 


jeopardizing his chances for a few days "ore-release™ © : 


Fact vs Opinion 

In addition to examining the information presented at 
the Day Parole Meetings in terms of concerns, it is also 
possible to see it as being primarily fact or primarily opinion. 
A review of Table 3.9 reveals that about one-third of the in- 
formation considered at the Day Parole Meetings requires a 
"judgement call" from the officials while two-thirds of the 
information is primarily factual and/or not requiring much of 
a judgement. Here again we see the potential for influence on 


Day Parole selection by individual officials. 
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Time Per Case 
By noting to the nearest minute the length of time 


spent on each case, the data for Table 3.10 was generated. 
WABLE.>,. 10 


TIME TAKEN TO REACH A DECISION 
AT FOUR, DAY: PAROLE MEETINGS, 1975 


rn tt 


NUMBER OF MINUTES PER CASE fi % F 
1-4 16 Deda) SOND) 
5-9 6 2050) EG 
10-14 3 10.0 83.0 
15-19 y L060 O30 
20 and Over 2 Ga eloosd 
TOTAL 30 100.0 


RR SS 
a 


Table 3.10 shows a positively skewed distribution. The 


range is one minute to Forty-nine minutes.’ The mean is 7.4 
minutes per case. The most appropriate measure of central 
tendency is the median. The median interval is 1-4 minutes 
per case and the median is 4.8 minutes per case. 

Source of Information 

As with the selection meetings at the Institution, 
this Study was concerned with the source of the information 
in.each case presented at the Center's meeting. Table 3.11 


illustrates the findings in this regard. 
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BABLE :2e1 1 
MAJOR CONTRIBUTORS AT FOUR 
CENTER DAY PAROLE MEETINGS,1975 


MAJOR CONTRIBUTOR f Per Cent of 
Cases (N=30) 


Senior Administration 28 ESS) 
Taina te 14 46.6 
Parole Officer 12 40 

Social Worker/Counsellor 8 IMIS 


Table 3.11 shows that the dominant official in the 
Center's meetings was the Senior Administrator, who was also 
the Chairperson of these Meetings. This official relied on 
the information contained in the inmate's file as well as his 
own personal knowledge of the inmates which at times was ex- 
tensive. The Senior Administration was. very much involved 
in the detailed, daily operations of the Center, including the 
particular circumstances of many of the inmates. The Senior 
Administration was very much the authority at the Center and 
this fact is reflected in their involvement of the Day Parole 
Meetings. 

The second major contributor to the proceedings was 
the inmate himself. For those taking part in the Treatment 
Program, the officials, particularly the Senior Administrator 
chairing the Meeting, would discuss with them their feelings 
about the Program, their interest in Day Parole and their 


employment situation. There was opportunity for the inmate 
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to ask questions about the Center and/or Day Parole. The in- 
mates rarely questioned the officials in attendance other than 
to occasionally ask when their Day Parole would be in. 

The Parole Officer hediced—erriy'd in apparent importance 
at the Meetings. This would seem to confirm the understanding 
that the role of the National Parole Service was largely one 
of following through on the recommendations of the Provincial 
Officials. 

The Social Worker/Counsellors apparently played the 
least important role at the Meetings in that they had minimal 
input at this stage of the selection process. This may be 
explained in part, however, by the fact that the Chairperson 
would have presented most of the information concerning the 
inmate and the only remaining contributions would be supple- 
mentary ones. As well, the policy of the Center was to at 
least consider Day Parole for all inmates and it was felt that 
time and inmate conduct permitting, nearly everyone would be 
recommended for Day Parole. 

Number of Officials 

By reviewing which officials took part in each case it 
was possible to determine how many were involved each time. 


fable 3.12 shows: the results. 
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TABDEE SD. LZ 


NOFBER OP OPP IC PALS TINV@EVED-AIT FHE CENTER'S 
DAY PAROUERMEETINGS, 1975 


—_————— ES 


NUMBER OF MAJOR 


CONTRIBUTORS Per Cent 
PER CASE ie (N=30) 

a Hes aos 

2 Uf LO «eD 

3 5 V6. 7 

4 3 1677 
TOTAL 30 100.0 


rr AS 


Table 3.12 indicates in forty-three per cent of the 
cases discussed at the Day Parole Meetings, there was one 
major contributor to the proceedings. By cumulation we see 
that in sixty-seven per cent of the cases there were two 
officials or less making major contributions. 

Individual Approaches to Selection 

Method of Data Collection 

In order to find out some of the things involved in 
the selection process on the part of key officials at the 
Center, structured interviews with open questions were con- 
ducted with the five Social Workers at the Center (see 
Appendix V for Interview Schedule). These people were well 
known to the author and they were familiar with the general 
nature of this Study. The interviews were held at the Center 


in early May, 1975 in the private offices of .the trespondents. 
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Each interview lasted about sixty minutes. It was intended to 
develop a picture of the Social Worker's job and the position 
that the selection of Day Parolees held in the overall situa- 


tion. 


Presentation of the Findings 


Job Description 
All of the Social Workers at the Center had Univer- 


Sity experience. Each had a caseload of inmates, of which 
about one-half were on Day Parole while the remainder were 
still in the Treatment or Workparty category. The Social 
Workers each conducted group counselling and individual counsel- 
ling sessions with those inmates not on Day Parole. These 
sessions concern a variety of topics such as personal problems, 
Family relationships, finances, the prison experience, alcohol 
ere ie abuse and employment problems. The Social Workers 
indicate they spend a lot of time in meetings, writing assess- 
ments on inmates and other administrative duties. For those 
inmates whose Day Parole has arrived, the Social Workers are 
involved in arranging job interviews, money for Day Parole 
expenses such as bus fare, clothing for the job, and paper 

work involving a Day Parole Contract that specifies all the 


conditions of Day Parole for a particular inmate (See Appendix 
IV). 


"Positive Day Parole Material" 
In order to identify the kinds of things that a 


Social Worker would look favorably or unfavorably upon when 


it came to providing a recommendation on an inmate's application 
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for Day Parole, each Social Worker was asked a series of lead- 
ing questions (see Appendix V for interview schedule). The 
general nature of their responses was recorded in long-hand 

and later categorized in terms of traits of an inmate deemed 
either positive or negative. Table 3.13 illustrates the positive 


traits. 


TABLE 3.13 


PUSIVIVEMPAC TOURS (INGIHE, SELECTION, OF .DAY RARULEES 


POSITIVE FACTORS f Per Cent 
Good Guy/Character 3 Lest 
Has job/Wants to Work e ipa keege 
Presence Here Good Enough 7s 7.4 
Good Behavior Z 7.4 
Honest/Sincere 2 Lee 
Positive Attitude Change Since Here 2 7.4 
Automatic Anyways 2 7.4 
Making Some Effort 2 7.4 
Accepts Guilt 1 Dae), 
bonecern ror Victim 1 Dien; 
Has Values 1 Br pyE 
Clear Future/Ambitious 1 a7 
Needs Money 1 Bp 
Mentally Stable il Ded 
Low Security Risk i Bray | 
Support in Community if Be) 
Minor Record A S57) 
TOTAL 27, 799 


Table 3.13 indicates that the Social Workers at the 
Center looked most favorably on an inmate who they figured was 
a "good guy - someone with character" who wanted to work and 
had a job arranged. Beyond some agreement to these traits, 


however, the Social Workers showed little in the way of a 


441 
i 


ro Re bTOe! & basinn paw daxaen foiste Sait (n" 


ae 4 


olvbetoe watrntind ear ¥ Pibnwtigh ade Jonbk 
ni pelan sek aw odogeet iptd Ao oni, 
eae 


byefVe fi GT 
honaad eapomis ag.” ar se | Leas Yo) Baud (yk beshionedes Ks 
ce oe re etre eo 8 th Mt 4 peer 9 Las ial eaten mi 


rye DRAT 


‘eygORAy YAOI Gt Pa alee ant WI enTORT urtagas - 


esp meen ee i mp kta IN py ARE ATOR it SOS (peema akin te ¥ sae sei repentant era sap ncitlasealuesiemneaaanl wT 7 i ‘ 
4 i 
ee Ny oi i) ae 
ery n 


il “ vy * Vine “ 
wo ye ' Oat 
isineuy pentane pamela smear iy J seein nee emer neers AH ah 


ui ie sesnetnfahs 
ole ew of ed 


nT amined 


[LE t 
tiie Seg le | 
SE eT | } degen booed wiser’ (ee 
at wie La Pies lily » aedvedt 
| ; a 
£7 ve otun oa ke aque venrer 
i me’ I “¥ LY ith 
rot i, - iy | rie 
er. Be i) Ji, PR aL rar 
C eh i | eae 

3 ve, eu eUoLd tama \9ausuy 

4 | is ies ie notte 
Ny 1 AN A aoe - ‘ehde de eines 
C4 ON i ps (uae 
y yt abe b ha ek oka 89° Abid 


¢ j N ath Se 0 Ane ) < . ‘bxno 
ee an hectare ei Src a mame ti ) om 


ae: ‘ mew Hin! ; P ag 


ree sdeahhin shebepel 


ad te aye eapene lim or 


1 stealer eres dot scaaitnhiniglon leila +a 
eieaineperremtetiny te hou re sh PN ms 


yamine engi ie 
miner rinarr aor onet te 


Solenall Aare mth Ve Hien 20 1 4) prema Ae: ee ea 


a ty A twine eet ie eed: Ae euler Es £ aide, in ; 
. | as hs ra . ny ie y wa 

a wemupk wart naw « edaaing ‘aw fra “yiderovet! doom an i ‘nh 
i r j “ F i aj 7 i) ' Nal rye tue ‘ 


git2 de 


A ny au 


ives er: 
vies nyt anoamon, ear ie 
4 Ane ‘ nib : we Ny _ * 
| ph pune ‘dot @ 6 
ro ml 


4) ots woe nah 


q bne ers bf aw | 


nik 


common approach to the selection of Day Parolees. The excep- 
tion here of course, is that 14.8 per cent of the responses 
(Presence Here Good Enough; Automatic Anyways) recognize the 
policy of considering everyone for Day Parole at the appropriate 
time in their sentence, irregardless of "their character". 

race vs Upiniog 

The nature of the information cited by the Social 
Workers to be positive items in the selection of Day Parolees 
varied in terms of its concrete or abstract nature. A review 
of Table 3.13 indicates that two-thirds of the positive factors 
cited by the Social Workers are "judgement calls" and one-third 
are "facts". It seems the Social Workers rely heavily on in- 
Formation of an abstract nature when picking out "good Day 
Parole Material". This emphasizes the great importance of 
the “selection. style" of each individual official in selecting 
Day Parolees. This apparent importance of the Social Workers 
is minimized, however, by policy considerations dictating that 
Reet inmates will be considered for Day Parole and many will 
get it irregardless of the assessment of their personal attri- 
butes. 

"Poor Day Parole Material” 

fables 3.14 outlanesothe factors which. the Socval 
Workers cited as ones that would elicit a negative recommenda- 


tion from them. 
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TABLE 3.14 


NEGATIVE FACTORS IN THE SELECTION OF DAY PAROLEES 


NEGATIVE FACTORS i Per Cent 
Lazy/Here for a good time b, 18.8 
Poor Conduct 2 lzeo 
Security Risk Z Za 
Unemployable 2 12:5 
Physically Incapable of Working 2 Zo. 
Con/Hood . 1 6.3 
Mentally Unstable 1 6s) 
No Interest in Working 1 6.5 
Poor Character i 6.5 
No Motivation 1 6.3 
TOTAL 16 100.3 


Table 3.14 indicates that an inmate who was labelled 
lazy and at the Center for just a good time, would likely re- 
ceive a negative recommendation against the granting of Day 
Parole. There were a variety of other concerns, each held to 
be detrimental to an inmate's case for Day Parole. 

Fact vs Opinion 

On what kinds of negative factors did the Social 
Workers rely - concrete items or abstract ones? Table 3.14 
indicates that in reaching a negative conclusion as to the 
merits}oft any inmates-suitability for Day Parole, the Social 


Workers rely almost exclusively on "judgement calls". 


ihe Center and The Fort: A Comparison 


The selection of Day Parolees from the inmate population 
goes through a series of stages, beginning in some cases with 


an inmate's application and proceeding through several assessments 
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by various officials in two correctional facilities. This 


Study documented in. a rough fashion some of the things that 
happened at the separate stages of selection. As a result, 
it was possible to make comparisons between selected occurrences 


at the Institution and at the Center. 


Types of Information 


The first comparison deals with the type of information 
considered at the Institution's Classification Meeting and 
the Center's Day Parole Meeting. The data in Table 3.15 com- 


pares the types of information. 
TAB IGE 3:5 


TYPES OF INFORMATION CONSIDERED IN THE 
SELECTION Or” DAY PARULEES At* THE 
INSILTUT ION AND: THE CENTER 


TYPE OF INFORMATION CONSIDERED INSTITUTION CENTER 
(Per Cent) (Per Cent) 


pain Urganazalvonal hacecons 
(expiry date of sentence/length 
, Jot time at «Center or Tnstitation/ 
facilities, program at Center/ 


caseload management/procedural 
matters). B07 37.8 


2. Inmate Assessment - Personal 
and Conduct (assessment/conduct 
at Center and Institution/psy- 
chiatric and psychological 
reports/previous prison conduct/ 
behavior on pass/prognosis/be- 
havior on probation/use of drugs, 
alcohol/inmate point of view/ 
physical health/future/associates). 54 MD 


3; Community) Situatd on . 
Cemployment/family/cducation). ce Midis, 


4. Leqal Status (offence/criminal 
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Court recommendation). sal P2466 
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Table 3.45 indicates that security concerns were not dis- 
cussed openly at the meetings but it was commonly understood 
that an inmate whose conduct was unsatisfactory at either fa- 
cility would not be seriously considered for Day Parole. The 
most frequently mentioned type of information had to do with 
an assessment of the inmates conduct and personal attributes. 
On the whole, each facility was about equally concerned with 
what the inmate "had going for himself on the street" although 
the officials at the Institution were more interested in the 
inmate's family situation while the officials at the Center 
were understandably more concerned about his employability. 

The legal status of the case was far more important to 
the Institutional Meeting than the meeting at the Center. The 
officials at the Institutional Meeting had to consider infor- 
mation about inmates in a higher security facility and project 
their conclusions to a lower security facility. Often the 
officials did not know the inmate very well so they relied on 
factors which they felt told something about the inmate. 

Officials at the Center did not have to be so cautious 
as their colleagues at The Fort. The inmates considered at 
the Day Parole Meeting had been at the Center for at least 
a month and if they were deemed to be a serious threat to the 
community (or the Center's reputation) they would have been 
returned to the Institution. 

Tables3<.15.shows the; Center's officials, were, more; con- 
cerned with organizational matters. This represents their 


efforts to personally explain to the inmates something of 
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the paperwork and procedures that go into the granting of a 
Day Parole Certificate. At the Day Parole Meetings the officials 
also took the opportunity to discuss with the inmates some wider 
concerns, such as his conduct at ine Center, his response to 
the Treatment Program, and his future plans. 

Fact vs Opinion 

Officials in both meetings can rely on one-third of the 
available information to be "cold hard facts" that are readily 
attainable and leave little room for argument. About two-thirds 
of the available information represents opinions, assessments, 
and "judgement calls" where there may be plenty of room for 
argument and changed minds. That both groups face one-third 
"Fact" and two-thirds "opinion" is not surprising since they 
both rely on basically the same information. 

Time Per Case 

The selection meetings at both facilities took approximately 
the same median time to reach a decision. The meetings at the 
Center tended to either take quite a while on each case or dis- 
pose of the matter quickly whereas the Institution's meeting 
finished with most cases within six minutes. 

Source of Information 

The Chairperson at each meeting contributed the most informa- 
tion in the decision making process. This would seem to emphasize 
the importance of the information or document on which these con- 
tributions" "were based. ~ “In this case, the Institution relied 
heavily on the Classification Report whereas the Center could 
rely less on the initial Classification Report and more on the 


records of the inmate's behavior and official assessments thereof. 
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Not surprisingly the Parole Officer played a less important 
role as the process moved along. He was actively involved early 
in the selection processes and was less involved as the consid- 
eration for Day Parole was nearly automatic! ’. 

The Institutional Counsellors and the Probation Officer, in 
that order, ranked next in importance at the proceedings at the 
Institution. . Again there is evidence of the participants endeavor- 
ing to bring as many sources of information as possible to bear 
on the question of transfer to the Center and/or Day Parole. 

At the Center, however, where the frame of reference of the meet- 
ing was less inquisitive and more explanatory, the Chairperson 
and inmate dominated the proceedings. 

The formal involvement of the inmate increased by virtue 
of his attendance at the Center's meeting and the Center's 
concern with his employability. The involvement of the inmate 
in the Day Parole selection process is more of a "behind-the- 
scenes" participation. His formal, official involvement occurs 
at the Center's meeting yet the "caseload relationship" that 
develops between the inmate and the Institution's Counsellors, 
and the Parole Officer is likely far more important in terms 
of his selection for Day Parole. If the Counsellor or Parole 
Officer felt an inmate "deserved Day Parole", then would likely 
be a better chance he would eventually get it. 

Another important factor pertaining to inmate involvement 
would seem to be the Day Parole application policy and procedures. 
Prior to mid-1974, when most applications were made on behalf 
of the inmate by the officials and many Day Paroles were granted 
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program, the inmate's participation in the Day Parole selection 


process likely was of reduced importance. Irregardless of the 
inmate's desires in terms of Day Parole, the dominant position 
of the officials would seem to minimize the inmate's involve- 


ment. With the change in Day Parole application procedures in 


late 1974, whereby an inmate could apply on his own at any time, 


his involvement likely increased. In all likelihood, the inmate- 


Parole Officer relationship increased in importance while the 


inmate-Counsellor relationship decreased in importance. 


There is*some evidence of this situation. At the Institu- 


tion meetings, where the inmate's epiilade eee aaatac 2 Day Parole 
was given initial consideration, the Parole Officer made the 
most contributions, with the exception of the Chairperson. 
Thus, at the stage of the selection process when there often 
was not a great deal known about an inmate, the Parole Officer 
who had interviewed the Day Parole applicant was very much in- 
volved in the discussions. Conversely, after the inmate had 
been in "the System" for some time and was being automatically 
considered for Day Parole at the Center, the Parole Officer 
was much less involved in the discussions. 

Number of Officials 

At each of the meetings a number of officials took part 
in the selection process, although not everyone took part in 
each case considered. More officials were usually involved 
in each case at the Institution than in each case considered 
at the Center. This would seem to indicate that the officials 


at the Institution looked for more opinions from colleagues 
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while officials at the Center, having had much more time to 
assess the applicant's behavior and threat potential to the 
community, tended to rely on the summary provided by the Chair- 
person. 

"Good Day Parole Material" 

The Counsellors at the Institution and the Social Workers 
at the Center fulfilled similar roles in terms of counselling 
inmates and making Peeonmendati one for such things as passes, 
Day Parole and Full Parole although the Counsellors seem to 
play a more important role than the Social Workers. In their 
capacities, they developed a picture of who was a good candi- 
date for Day Parole. This is presented in Table 3.16. 

Table 3.16 reveals some interesting differences between 
the Counsellors at the Institution and the Social Workers at 
the Center. The Counsellors were about equally concerned with 
information regarding the inmate's assessments, his community 
Situation and his legal status.. The Social Workers, however, 
were mainly concerned with the inmate's assessment. Thus, in 
the organizational setting that compelled the decision makers 
to recommend either positively or negatively in regards to 
Day Parole the participants looked to three broad categories 
for clues to help:'in ‘coming to a decision. .In the setting 
where Day Parole was automatically considered and often granted, 
and where the main reason for not applying for Day Parole con- 
cerned limited time factors, the Social Worker's main concerns 
in terms of selection were their assessments of the inmate. 


Ironically, they relied heavily on the assessment of the inmate 
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even though that assessment had a minor influence on the selec- 


tion process. 


TABLE: 3416 


POSITIVESE ACTORS. CLTED- BY.-OFF TETALS 
AT THE INSTITUTION AND THE CENTER 


PUSI TIVE FACTORS 


Ike 


Organizational (overcrowding/ 


positive view of other offi- 


cials/presence here good 
enough/automatic anyways). 


Inmate Assessment—-Conduct 


and Personal (desire to im- 
prove/scared/won't be back/ 


good behavior/making an 
effort/change in attitude/ 
good guy/character/honest 
and sincere/accepts guilt/ 
concern for victim/has 
values/ambitious/needs 
money/mentally stable). 


Community Situation (has 
job/concerned wife or 
parents/has dependents/ 
Favorable employment his- 


tory/support in community). 


Security Concerns (low 


threat to community/low 
security risk) 


Inmate's Legal Status 
(first offender/short 
sentence/young/minor 


offence) .« 


Total 


Per Cent Per Cent 
Cited at Cited at 
Institution Institution 
(N=6) (N=5) 
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Fact vs Opinion 


Another way of presenting the difference between the Social 
Service Staff at the Institution and the Center is to examine 
the information considered to indicate "good Day Parole material" 
by each group in terms of whether a personal judgement was re- 
fuored bY -the official or. not. 

The :Counsellors would reach positive conclusions largely 
on the basis of factual information while the Social Workers 
would rely heavily on "judgement calls". 

"Poor Day Parole Material" 

Table 3.17 examines the characteristics identified by 
the Counsellors and Social Workers that would likely persuade 


them to recommend a denial of Day Parole. 


clogred omtinrbenas wes ieee tse otue Ak 


‘ae Pra kart (F 
Sil ‘ eg sus ie poly 
me ae 


Letoo®? otd cave led: wane i ‘sat + we q 


= 


aronel Sead med Ll fabanera val oe ° ; 5 


enh he 9 i dead roegalastrene ott 


Thea 


7 


shapers ghedit bine a evodtuw ‘tet 
| seman 


ie 


* zy 
‘i™ : : i) | My 
{ : i | 4 
‘ ' Ay ati 
ad wa Li ‘A an eae 
‘ ; - re 
i 7, yas r Sy 
‘ rie le @, 
Paeye |”, ny if 
PU atk oe ake 
fe x - 
i ul j 
i ny : ¥ 
hy 
N hy 
' i ) 
Lu - 
| A eh ; 
Hef ; - Wy 7 
! sf] 7 7 


ent ‘Da ie 


vy ne ‘De: wip 


VABLE “3.17 


168 


NEGATIVE FACTORS CITED BY OFFICIALS 
AT, THE INSTITUTION AND THE CENTER 


NEGATIVE FACTORS Per Cent Per Cent 
Cited at Cited At 
Institution Center 
(N=29) (N=21) 


| wr Organizational 


2. Inmate Assessment-Conduct and 
Personal (lazy/here for a good 
time/poor conduct/con/hood/ 
mentally unstable/poor charac- 
ter/no motivation/intend to 
continue crime/playing games/ 
no desire to change/retarded/ 
grossly immature/chronic drinker/ 


junkie). O38). 


3. Community Situation (unemploy- 
able/physically incapable of 
working/expected negative 


reaction). 6. 


4. Security Concerns (security 


risk/threat to community). 6. 


5. Legal Status (sex offender/ 


violent offender/chronic 
repeater/previous violation 


ate Center). 37% 


6s LOTAL 27% 


Table 3.17 indicates that in coming to 
mmendation regarding Day Parole, the Social 
first on their assessment of the inmate and 
employment situation. The Counsellors also 


an assessment of the applicant but secondly 


70 100.3% 


a negative reco- 
Workers relied 
secondly on his 
first relied on 


on the legal 


status of the case. Thus, an inmate who was not deemed to 


be "serious" and who didn't have a job would not have much 
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chance of receiving a positive recommendation from the Social 
Workers. The Counsellors would look with disfavor on an in- 
mate they did not feel was. "serious" and whose particular of- 
fence was thought to make him too much of a risk. It would 
appear then, that the Counsellors and Social Workers were more 
in agreement with each other in what constituted a "negative 
case" than what they believed to be a "positive case". 

Fact vs Opinion 

While both sets of officials rely heavily on their judge- 
ment and assessment of an inmate, the Social Workers at the 
Center rely almost exclusively on types of information of a 
judgemental nature. 

Summary 

The selection of Day Parolees in the Edmonton area to 
early 1975 was guided more by tradition and the operational 
policies of the correctional facilities and the Edmonton Parole 
Service Office than by legislative pronouncements, either 
statutory or regulatory. There were few official or formal 
guidelines to selection yet the officials at each stage had 
atairly, clear oicture in their minds on which to base their 
selection efforts. The Institution looked for inmates who 
were not a threat to the community and who could hopefully 
benefit from the Treatment, Work Party and/or Day Parole pro- 
grams available at the Center. The Center looked for inmates 
who had been of good behavior and who had enough time left in 
EheLr-sentence to. warrant a period of Day ‘Parole... (he Parole 
Office was generally prepared to provide the authority for the 


release of those inmates recommended by Provincial Correctional 


pEficials © 
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Implementing Day Parole 

The Role of the Parole Officer 

As mentioned earlier, the Parole Officer usually sent his 
report and recommendations to the National Parole Board in 
Ottawa cia Telex. Once the Board made a decision on an appli- 
cation for Day Parole, the nature of the decision was Telexed 
to the Edmonton Parole Office. The Parole Officer responsible 
for the case would then notify the institution where the in- 
mate was housed. The clerical staff at the Parole Office pre- 
pared the Day Parole Certificate (see Appendix VII), and it was 
either mailed to the institution, or delivered personally by 
the Parole Officer. 


The Role of the Center 


When an inmate at the Center is granted Day Parole, various 


notations in various recording systems are made of this fact. 
If the inmate is on the eight week Treatment or Workparty pro- 
gram, he finished these activities before the Day Parole Cer- 
tificate' was put ‘into effect. Correctional officials had a 
period of sixty days in which to implement Day Parole or have 
the (Certifieate: cancelled. They did not have to release the 
inmate if they felt his behavior did not warrant such consider- 
ation. As we have seen in Table 3.9 Day Parole was used on 
occasion as a "carrot" to encourage more acceptable behavior 
From the inmate. 

Explaining Day Parole 

When correctional officials decided that an inmate's con- 


duct was acceptable (whether it had been all along or had 
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recently improved sufficiently) he was referred to one of the 
Center's officials whose responsibilities largely involved 
helping Day Parolees find work and maintaining some contact 
with the Day Parolee and the employer during the period of Day 
Parole. The provisions of the Day Parole Certificate were 
explained to the inmate and he was informed of the conditions 
and requirements that went along with his new status. For 
example, he would have to sign a Day Parole Contract that de- 
tailed the terms of the Day Parole. When the inmate under- 
stood the nature of the Certificate, he signed it. 

Finding a Job 

The next step was to find a job, assuming of-course, that 
the purpose of Day Parole was employment, not an educational 
endeavor. Some of the inmates had jobs waiting for chet some 
had to go job-hunting and some were not able to locate suit- 
able employment. Common methods of looking for work were con- 
tacting family and friends, former employers, contacting the 
Canada Manpower representative and checking the want-ads in 
the daily newspaper. If an inmate wished to go job-hunting, 
he first had to arrange a job interview with the prospective 
employer. This could be done by phone, mail or in person on 
a week-end pass. Once the appointment was confirmed by an 
official, usually the member referred to above or, following 
his death in March, 1975 the inmate's Social Worker, a temporary 
absence could be authorized by the Director allowing the inmate 
to leave the Center only for the purpose of attending a job 


interview. 
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Another method of obtaining employment was to rely on the 
Center to find work for those on Day Parole who could not lo- 
cate a job on their own. Over the years, the Center had de- 
veloped contacts with a number of firms who were willing to 
hire Day Parolees, often without interviewing the men first. 
There had developed an understanding between the senior officials 
at the Center and these firms that the Center would refer men 
upon request, often the same day that the business phoned the 
Center asking for men. These firms required unskilled help and 
they suffered from. a high turnover of men in these positions. 
Many of the men on Day Parole were unskilled and they were 
willing to accept the jobs available through the Center. These 
jobs were known as "Joint Jobs" by the inmates. The Center 
willingly acted as a referral agency between the firms and the 
inmates. This meant men on Day Parole who normally would not 
have found a job on their own could at least get in some work 
before they were released. These employers were not too con- 
cerned about the fact of the man's criminal record nor his 
status as a prisoner. They wanted somebody to do the work. 
They were not interested in prying into the inmate's life. 

This was a welcome relief for many inmates who grew frustrated 
by the reply of many potential employers to whom they applied 
formwork: -"Don"t call ws, “we'll “call you.” Uther ‘advantages 
oF. "Joint Jobs were ithat the firms were “trusted” (Gor pay ion 
time, report absences to the Center immediately, the hours of 
work were usually routine, requests for Day Parolees to work 


overtime were given well in advance and it was believed that 
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these firms kept a close watch on their employees. These 
features helped the Center maintain control over the men on 

Day Parole and "on top of the situation". It all helped to make 
the Day Parole Program run smoother and more efficiently. 

A_ Typical Day 

Once a job had been located and the necessary papers, 
such as the Day Parole Certificate and the Day Parole Contract, 
signed, the Day Parolee was free from any Workparty assign- 
ments at the Center. Those who were not able to find a job 
or were not allowed out because of poor conduct were expected 
to. york within the Center. 

Day Parolees were often housed in dorms separate from the 
inmates not on Day Parole. This was necessitated by the shea 
waking hours for some of the Day Parolees, particularly those 
who worked on the southside of the City. In such cases, they 
were allowed about two hours travel time so they usually had to 
get up before most of the other inmates. After washing, shaving, 
dressing and eating,the men were driven in the Center's van to 
bus-stops for passengers of the Edmonton Transit System. They 
proceeded fromhere to work by bus although in some cases other 
transportation arrangements such as private rides could be made 
with approval from the Director. 

The men were each given a bag-lunch prepared by the kitchen 
staff at the Center. Generally they were free to :spend their 
lunch hours as they wished providing the terms and conditions 
of Day Parole were not violated. After work the men were ex- 


peeted-to return directly to the Center. Those who arrived 
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after 5:00p.m. ate a meal kept warm in the kitchen for them. 
Coffee was served for everyone at about 8:00 p.m. and lights- 
out occured at 10:30 p.m. 

In the evenings, the Day Parolee was free to spend the 
time as he wished. He could read, play cards, watch television, 
play pool or shuffleboard, watch a movie once a week, work on 
hobbies, or take part in a number of sporting activities or- 
ganized by the Center's recreation staff. Occasionally a 
Day Parolee would be seen by a Social Worker who was on duty 
that evening. The Day Parolees were subject to the same super- 
vision by the Correction Officers as all other inmates: and 
they were expected to conform to all routines and rules of the 
Center. 

Each Day Paroles had°a locker in which to store .his,cloth- 
ing and personal items required during the day. Upon return- 
ing to the Center each night, the Day Parolees went to the 
locker room and under the supervision of a staff member changed 
into the clothing supplied by the Center and deposited their 
work clothing in the locker. The Day Parolees were not regu- 
larly searched upon returning to the Center. Staff members 
Were on the alert for signs of: drug or,alcohol use ,but they 
usually did not go to great lengths to detect such things un- 
less they were very suspicious. Periodic searches were made 
of the Day Parole lockers and the drawers and lockers beside 
each inmate's bed. 

Each Day Parolee was given three dollars a day from his 
personal account to pay for such things as bus-fare, tobacco, 


coffee-breaks, etc. Anything left over at the end of the day 
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was to be turned in, recorded by a staff member and deposited 
in an envelop until the next day. 

All earnings, whether in cash or by cheque, were to be 
handed over by the Day Parolee to the Center, where it was 
recorded and placed in the inmate's account. The money could 
be used to pay debts, purchase clothing, or other expenditures 
approved by the Director. Each Day Parolee paid room and board 
at the rate of four dollars per day for each day worked or 

twenty dollars a week. 

Violations of Day Parole 

Periodically a Day Parolee would violate his Day Parole 
by not returning to the Center, by drinking, by using drugs 
or any one of several forms of misconduct. The response to 
such deviance frequently involved a charge of violating the 
conditions of Day Parole, the resulting loss of several days 
remission, and a return to The Fort. Sometimes a Day Parolee 
would only be warned by a staff member while at other times 
he would be charged, lose a few days remission but be allowed 
to continue on Day Parole 

The day-to-day operations of the Day Parole program were 
lef.t sentirely,,up to the officials of the Center. ..Parole 
officials would not usually become involved unless the Day 
Parolee was also being considered for Full Parole or if he 
had violated Day Parole. In the latter case the Parole authori- 
ties would be notified of the violation and the disposition of 
the disciplinary committee. The decision to officially ter- 


minate Day Parole was usually a joint decision between the 
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Director and the Parole officials. The officials at the 

Center could keep a Day Parolee in from work if they so decided 
(obviously for a good reason such as a violation) and they 
could return a pay Parolee to the Institution without first 
consulting the Parole Officer. 

In effect, the officials at the Center had the power to 
suspend Day Parole. This ability to suspend was not pursuant 
to the Parole Act but rather pursuant to the operational policy 
of the Center. The Provincial Corrections Act gives the Direc- 
tor of a correctional facility the authority to make and en- 
force the rules and regulations for that facility. As a result 
a violation of Day Parole was frequently met with suspension 
of the inmate's normal routine of going to work, followed in 
turn by official disciplinary action by the Center. 

The Parole authorities were not known to interfere with 
the Center's disciplinary decision and in cases where the Day 
Parolee had been returned to’ The Fort Day Parole was often 
terminated forthwith by the District Representative of the 
National Parole Service in Edmonton pursuant to Section 10 (2) 
of the Parole Act. The Edmonton Parole Office did not seem to 
use the Suspension and Revocation provisions of the Parole Act 
(Section 16) in cases involving Day Parole. They relied on 
the more efficient and discretionary powers of Section 10(2) 
when it came to terminating Day Parole. 

Conclusion 

In most cases, the period of Day Parole was completed 


without serious incident and the Day Parolee was discharged 
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from the Center. All his possessions and earnings held in 
trust for him were returned to him at that time. One of the 
Staff, usually a Social Worker, wrote a summary of the man's 
conduct while he was at the foneer, The Director usually wrote 
a letter to the Parole authorities in Edmonton briefly review- 


ing the case and the case was considered officially closed. 
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FOOTNOTES 


Annual Report, Corrections Branch 1973:36 
Cornections Act, «L970. 45.1.0 


There are no figures available to show the local rate of 
approval but based on the author's experience with Day 
Parole applications, it is estimated that at least 90% of 
the applications were approved by the Parole Board up to 
mid-1974. 


Statutes of Alberta 1967, c. 59, s.1l and subsequent amend- 
ments. Among other duties, the Ombudsman is empowered to 
investigate complaints against the Provincial Government. 


BaseuNumbpers S20 = i020 c= 7 Od oy ly) Oly Loo y db. 


Case. Ninpers I> <1 720) = 9G veh y lOO e Ll Zo, 2359, 138, 
166. . 


Report of the Ombudsman, 1973/74, p. 67-68. 


Although inmates now had a right to apply for Day Parole 
whenever they wished, it is unlikely that the overall 
authority of the selection process was diminished. The 
National Parole Board probably faced a sharp increase in 
the number of Day Parole applications. The Board likely 
responded with an increase in the proportion of denials. 
The Board would be called upon to exercise more careful 
judgement of the Day Parole applications. As a result, 

the Board would rely heavily on the recommendations of the 
institutional officials and the Parole Service Officer. [In 
reality, things':had not changed very much. The Board would 
not likely go against the recommendations of the Parole 
Officer, who in turn would not likely offer recommendations 
Contrary 20, ,those .of the institutczons. Invcabt jakelihood 
there probably was not much change in spite of the formal 
changes in the procedures. 


The only questions raised were "How are you doing?" and 
"What brings you here?" The author generally replied 
"I'm fine. I'm here as part of the work involved in 
finishing my thesis on Day Parole." 


No-one queried the author as to why he was taking notes 
or what the notes contained. The author did not attempt 
in any way to hide his note-taking activity and it is 
believed that most of the officials were aware that notes 
were being taken of their meeting. 
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Takagi's 1969 study of California Parole officials showed 
considerable variation in their decision patterns. See 
also Henry and Rowe (1970) for a study of decision making 
in Canadian institutions. 


This observation adds further weight to the conclusion 
that an important factor in the selection of Day Paroles 
is the inmate's Counsellor, Parole Officer, or Classifica- 
tion Officer. 


Inmates serving sentences of less than four months were 
assigned to the caseload of other staff whose job it was 
to work with these short-term prisoners towards their 
return to the community in the near future. Because of 
the short time involved, Day Parole was not usually con- 
Sidered for these inmates. 


It appears that these Day Parole guidelines were valid 
up to L974-and into the first part: of ..1975.. 


An example is Day Parolee #1355. He was sentenced for a 
drug offence on January 27, 1975, transferred to the 
Center on February 18, 1975, released on Temporary Absence 
on February 19, 1975 to attend school, granted Day Parole 
by the National Parole Board on March 7, 1975 and finally 
reveaseu on rull” Parole On AprEl a. Lov D). 


A conditional temporary absence from the Center, authorized 
by the Director usually for the last three days of a sen- 
tence, to those inmates who had been of good behavior. 


The importance of the role of the Parole Officer would be 
much greater at the next step of the process where he 
made his report and recommendations to the Parole Board. 


it’ reality” there Te "yet another step in the selection 

process of Day Parolees. This involves the decision-making 
machinery of the National Parole Board. For the purposes 

of this Study the author has assumed that the Parole Board 
usually follows the recommendations for the Parole Service 
Officer, who in turn usually followed the recommendations 

of the Provincral correctional of hicrais,, sine wuchor elt 
that examining the files maintained at the Edmonton Parole 
Office in relation to the Day Parole would not add too 

much more to the examination of the selection of Day Parolees. 


A study of the actions and dispositions of the disciplinary 
committee at the Center in terms of Day Parole violation 
would be an interesting research project. 
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CHAPTER IV 


EVALUATION AND STATISTICAL ANALYSIS 


Pare’ ?. The Evaluation of Selected Aspects 


Introduction 

Purpose 

This part of the Study is designed to test certain 
statements made about the Day Parole Program. It is an 
evaluation of selected aspects of the Program, not of the 
overall impact of Day Parole. As noted in Chapter III, Day 
Parole is most often used for the purpose of employment. 
As a result, particular attention will be paid to testing 
the extent to which certain claims about employment have 
been reached by the Day Parole Program. 

Sources of Claims and Criteria 

A review of the literature and a series of interviews 
with officials involved in the Day Parole Program revealed 
many claims as to the financial and employment benefits of 
Day Parole. The selection of appropriate criteria depended 
on the nature of the claim to be tested. The claimed 
financial benefits were compared with the official financial 
records maintained by the Center. The claimed employment 
benefits were compared with conditions reported mainly by the 
men on Day Parole. Responses from employers were used where 
appropriate. 

Method of Evaluation 


The method of testing the claims was to gather data 
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from the appropriate source and compare it to the original 
claim either in absolute or conditional terms, depending on 
the nature of the claim. Per cents and tables were used to 
present the data and to see to bh att extent the claims were 
met. 
The Claims 
As noted in Chapter II, there are many claims attributing 

rather remarkable results to the Day Parole experience. In 
order to get some idea of how the Alberta Day Parole officials 
view “their particular program, the author interviewed the 
Counsellors at The Fort, the Social Workers at the Center and 
the Parole Officer who handled most of the Day Parole appli- 
cations. One particular topic discussed with these officials 
was their view as to the purpose and advantages of Day Parole. 
They were asked what they saw as the objectives and benefits 
of Day Parole. The responses were recorded in longhand and 
periodically repeated and reviewed to ensure the author was 
accurately capturing the character of* their responses. 

Financial” Benefits 

One of the many claims about the benefits of Day 
Parole is that it enables an inmate to earn money that may be 
used to support dependents, make restitution, pay bills and 
provide the inmate with a sum of money when he is released so 
that he will not be forced to seek financial help from social 
service agencies or by returning to criminal activity. 

In order to examine just how a group of Day Parolees 


spent their money, the author examined the financial records 
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of the Sample of thirty Day Parolees. As indicated in 
Chapter I, these men were on Day Parole in the spring of 
1975. After they had been released and their files closed, 
the author examined the contents of an envelop kept on file 
that documented the amount and nature of debits made against 
‘the inmate's account. These debits were authorized by 
various officials and represented expenditures from each 
account that had received credits from the inmate's Day 
Parole earnings, his incentive pay (where applicable) plus 
any money sent to him by friends or relatives. Also on file 
was the amount of money turned over to the inmate upon his 
release. The amount of the room and board deductions was 
usually obtained from a list of these debits in the Bursar's 
Office, however, when this was not available the amount was 
calculated by multiplying four times the number of days 
worked. The author's concern was not with the source or 
amount of the inmate's income but with the amount and nature 
of each inmate's expenditures while at the Center. 

Table 4.1 documents the spending habits of thirty 
Day Parolees at the Center. 

Table 4.1 indicates the thirty Day Parolees spent.a 
total of $9,729.00 during their stay at the Center and they 
were released with a total of $7,508.00, which represents 


43.6 per cent of the total amount of their financial trans- 


actions. 


Funds Upon Release 
Most of the Day Parolees' money (56.4 per cent) 
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was held in trust until they were released. The mean sum 


upon release was $250.00, the median sum was $124.00 and the 
range was $0.00 to $1,284.00. This amount depended heavily 

on such things as the length of the sentence (the longer the 
sentence the more incentive pay accumulated), the purpose of 
Day Parole (two of the men in this Sample were attending 


educational facilities and one was taking part ina Life 


Skills course), the length of time worked (three Day Parolees 


did not work at all whereas one man worked a total of sixty 


days) and the spending habits of the inmate (the one inmate 


released without funds had previously sent the entire balance 


of ,+his.account.to his wife.in.order .to.help,support, their 


family). 
TABISE af .2) 
SUMMARY OF THE FINANCIAL TRANSACTIONS 
OF THIRTY. DAY PAROGLEES,, SPRENG, “1975 

TRANS AC TION | $ m% 
Funds Upon Discharge 1208 43.6 
Room and Board 2,400 Le ore, 
Support Dependents 1,647 9.46 
Day Parole Expenses 1,636 hae 
Canteen Lg? Gul 
Debts : 1,066 Ged 
Clothing 604 ba) 
Hobby Supplies oak) 34 
Personal S20, ZA 
Passes 284 146 
Restitution 2 0.01 
TOTAL LT eo HOOK 
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Table 4.1 would seem to indicate that the Day 
Parolees and the officials felt that it was generally more 
important for the Day Parolee to save his funds for release 
rather than spend them on such things as debits and/or family 
support. Given the wide range in cash-on-hand-at-release, 
the median sum is the best measure of central tendency. For 
these Day Parolees the median was $124.00. This amount of 
money feud not last more than a few days at the present rate 
of accommodation and food prices. It would appear, then, 
that while some men were released with quite a lot of money 
in their pockets, others who had been on Day Parole were 
released with very little money. In this Study, half of the 
thirty Day Parolees were released with less than $124.00. 

For these.men, the Day Parole-experience did not. provide much 
help by way of reducing their financial dependence on other 
people. As a result, the claim that Day Parole allows an 
inmate to earn money for his release is true in an absolute 
sense but in relative terms his earnings may not last very 
long once he is released. This claim, then, can be considered 
to be GNnly partially Walid. 

Torthrevimore oh cone theDay—Parurecs financial 
transactions, Table 4.2 examines how the Day Parolees spent 
their money while at the Center without reference to the 
amount in their possession upon release. 

Table 4.2 shows that the largest single expense 
incurred by the Day Parolees was their room and board payment. 


Other major expenditures in descending order of priority were 
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Iss The support of dependents 

2. Day Parole expenses related to their community- 
based activity 

Due Canteen treats 


4. Debts 


TABLE 4.2 


DISTRIBUTION OF MONEY SPENT BY 
THIRTY DAY PAROPEES,: “SPRING, “1975 


SS 


Expense Amount in $ Per Cent 
Room and Board 2,400 24.7 
Support Dependents L647 T6597 
Day Parole E56 356 1a. 8 
Canteen the Ld «8 
Debts 1,066 11.0 
Clothing 6 04 Gree 
Hobbies DPD 6.0 
Personal SN, D aah 
Passes 284 Lied 
Restitution to Center 2 0.02 
TOTAL Dla LOG). 


Support of Dependents 
Table 4.1 showed that this category accounted for 


2.69pengcent,oficall,theDay,Parolees!_financialytransae tions. 


Table-4.2 indicated that this represents 16.9 per cent of 
the money spent by the Day Parolees while at the Center, ex- 


cluding the amount they received upon release. 


185 


re? ee Ne a Ne > an 
: yy - eek 
i 7 Pee am 
Pasi Ge mr mn Me tll wane rea kent ' P ae 
ey Le i 


-yiinummos, abedd od hada eeweaphar:- | 
‘; ree 
jaa b Os i ead aontnad 


S.A AIBAT fine 


Ya. TwAI ¥3“0M. 40 WOLTUarA 
ever nant 249450 AAD ve rath r 


toad, 184 Ez ai " daomA coh 
@. al ye ae 
Bab in aE We 
8 ® if vee ‘ } ‘ a. Wh, JS. 
0. £4 ie 2 a 
ei | Oe Te ark) ye Se with \¢ 
g. a | My °. 
O.2a A A ER, 
Lee ie ie Pe ata R2t fies 
e, § | . mT} Se > . _ Soeeae 
ey, 9 gh MAY ii rc i 4 Ae } 
oe,’ ly chee a 193099 8 od “no itud ides oft 
2.008 cP GO RRE LS, ae eh 
" MA Ba NTE et ae irene nA Oe pera eta ns 
nabns ja, 


101 betrwoves Xropedeo ethd, todd beware 1,6 oldet, oy) » eine a 


ano id oadnatd Letonent? ‘eselore4 ysO and) fle inkeney eee 
Jo tnso 19g &. aL ednwzerqer eid Jedd beteokbai &, d eidet 


-xs rained and idw peotore4 xed or} yd Jnsge “yeoom! ot 


! a 
68 1 nogu bavieoes yeds, arene. pntonibule I 
dead anne ¢ Mi) 
: J aa ty eal | ; 
‘(rer al ¥ / j ° 
Siow te 
ii i an iY AS RATA lay ay na 


Of the Day Parole Sample (N=30), there were 11 
(36.7 per cent) who reported they had their own families. 
The total number of reported dependents was 33, consisting of 


11 wives, 1 brother-in-law and 21 children. In addition, 


one Day Parolee who was single sent some money to his brother. 


This contribution was included for a total of 12 men who made 
contributions to the support of. dependents. 

Two of the men with families indicated that their 
pay went directly from their employer into their bank account 
without first being taken to the Center. These men were not 
sure. exactly how much money was in their account nor did they 
know how much their wives had withdrawn from this account. 
These hen are included as Day Parolees with dependents but 
their support of dependents is not known and therefore not 
included in the total family support of $1,647.00. This sum, 
then, is somewhat less than the actual amount. 

A review of the income distribution of these 
twelve Day Parolees reveals that five (41.7 per cent) did not 
make any contributions to the support of their families. Two 
Day Parolees made contributions of an unknown amount and five 
made contributions ranging from $50.00 to $1,027.00. For 
these five contributors, the median contribution was $200.00 
and the mean contribution was $329.40. One man contributed 
$1,027.00 towards the support of his family. This sum alone 
represents 62.4 per cent of the total known contributions to 
dependents. Seven Day Parolees (23.3 per cent of the Sample 


of thirty men or 58.3 per cent of the twelve men with 
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dependents) made contributions to the support of their 
dependents. 

The eleven men with families indicated that six of 
these families were being supported to Public Social Assis- 
tance. A total of sixteen people were involved as dependents. 
The remaining five families, involving seventeen people, were 
being supported by the wife's earnings and their previous 
savings. 

It would appear, therefore, that only one man was 
able to contribute significantly toward the support of his 
Family. This man represents 9.1 per cent of the eleven Day 
Parolees with families and he represents 3.3 per cent of the 
Sample. For the others with dependents, however, their 
contributions were rather limited, from nothing to $280.00. 
As a result, the claim that Day Parole allows a man to support 
his, dependents does not receive much support. 

Payment of Debts 

Table 4.1 showed that the payment of debts re- 
presented 6.2 per cent of the financial transactions of the 
Sample. Table 4.2 indicated that debt payments accounted 
for 11 per cent of the total sum of money spent by the Sample 
during their stay at the Center, excluding the sum in their 
possession upon release. A close examination of the 
financial records of each Day Parolee in the Sample revealed 
that six Day Parolees (20 per cent) made payments towards 
debts, thecrange was $30.00. to $475.00, tlie» median was 


$96.00, and the mean was $178.00. It can be fairly assumed 
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that most if not all the men had at least some financial 
committments in the community. These committments could have 
been met to some extent by the men on Day Parole yet it 
appears the men and the officials were not actively pursuing 
a policy to contributing to these debts. Therefore, the 
claim that Day Parole allows a man to make payments on his 
debts is only partly confirmed by this Study. 

Restitution 

Another claim made in conjunction with the 
Financial aspects of Day Parole is that the prisoner can make 
restitution in regards to certain damages he caused while 
committing a crime. In this Sample 0.01 per cent of the 
total inmate financial transactions were devoted to the making 
of restitution (Table 4.1). Table 4.2 showed that restitu- 
tion represented 0.02 per cent of the money spent by the men 
“nate at tue Centre. “It this otudy, the: restitution was made 
by two inmates ($1.00 each) to the Center for damage they 
inflicted on institutional property. No restitution was made 
to the victim of the offender. Therefore, the claim that Day 
Parole allows a man to make restitution does not receive any 


Support in ‘this “Study: 


Financial Benefits: Summary 


This Study tested the extent to which certain claims 
about the alleged financial benefits of the Day Parole 


experience were actually met. 
The making of restitution to victims of crime was 


Found to be nonexistant Less than one-quarter of the men 
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in the Sample made debt payments and this amounted to only 
eleven per cent of the money spent by the men while at the 
Center. In Fact, the men spent more money on Canteen 
luxuries than reducing their debts. Only one Day Parolee 
made a sizeable contribution to the support of his family. 
That Day Parole allows a prisoner to earn more money for his 
release was the most highly substantiated claim found in 
this Study. Even this, however, was found to be only 
marginally valid, given to the low sum of money with which 
many men were released. 

Employment Benefits 

In addition to the alleged financial benefits, the 
officials identified a number of employment benefits relating 
to the Day Parole experience. Some of the items mentioned 
by the officials are as follows: 


Day Parole allows an inmate to retain his former job. 


Day Parole allows an inmate to have a job upon release. 


Day Parole allows an inmate to retain his earning 
power. 
Day Parole exposes the inmate to the Work Ethic. 
Day Parole allows the inmate to retain or develop job 
skills. 
Retaining The Former Job 
In order to determine the extent to which the Day 
Parolees retain their former jobs, the ateher asked each one: 
"When you were sentenced to gaol, were you employed or 


unemployed at the time?" Also, each man was asked, "Do you 
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have the same job now as you had when you were sentenced? 
Is it the same type of job?" (Questions 5, 16, Appendix V). 

It was found that twelve men (40 per cent of the 
Sample) claimed they were employed when they were sentenced 
and eighteen (60 per cent) were unemployed at that time. Of 
the twelve men who had jobs at the time they were sentenced, 
six men (50 per cent) had the same job on Day Parole as at 
the time of sentence2. Six men (50 per cent) claimed they 
had quite different jobs on Day Parole than at the time of 
sentence. This Study found, then, that for those men who had 
jobs when they were sentenced, there was a 50-50 chance of 
retaining that job once Day Parole was authorized. 

Job Upon Release 

Correctional officials reported that Day Parole 
at least gave an inmate a chance to have a job once he was 
released. While the opportunity to retain a Day Parole job 
may be important, this Study was concerned with how many men 
did in fact .cantinue their Day Parole jobs once they were 
released. In order to answer the research question "How 
many men retained their Day Parole jobs upon release?" the 
author contacted the Day Parolees or their employers, some 
four to six months following their release from the Center. 

In September, 1975, a telephone call was placed by 
the author to the place of business at which the Day Parolee 
worked, asking to speak with the Day .Parolee or to the man's 
Supervisor as: noted.an his file at ,the Center. In speaking 


with the supervisor or employer, it was explained that the 
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author was ecomuGhang a survey regarding men who had been on 
Day Parole. The supervisor/employer was asked if the Day 
Parolee still worked there, or if not, when he last worked 
there. 

The results of the follow-up survey are summarized 


in Table 4.3. 
TABLE 4.3 


EMPLOYMENT STATUS OF MEN ON 
DAY PAROLE, SPRING, 1975 


of o/ 


70 70 

Status f (N=27) (N=24 ) 
Did Not Work While on Day Parole 3 bist 
Worked - Fired, laid off or quit 

before Day Parole expired 8 Zo 36 DE re 
Worked - Until sentence expired 

DUEL did oot return. to. job 

once released 4 14.8 167.7 


Worked - Retained job after 
release Tor 


- up to 1 month 2 7.4 O.5 
= 1 to 72 months 4 ia 8 Gee 7 
- 4 months and over 6 2262 22,00 
Total Day Parolees for Employment 27 ke oe 
Total Day Parolees Who Worked 24 LOO. 0 


Of the thirty men in this Sample, twenty-seven 
(90 per cent) had been granted Day Parole for the purpose of 
employment. Three men did not work at all even though Day 
Parole had been granted for that purpose. Of the twenty-four 
men on Day Parole who worked, twelve of them (50 per cent) 


did not return to the Day Parole job once their sentence was 
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over. Eight.of these twelve men were fired, laid: off.,or, quit 
before their Day Parole expired. The remaining four managed 
to hold the Day Parole job until their sentence expired. 

They did not return to work after that. 

There were twelve men (50 per cent of those who 
worked) who successfully held their Day Parole job while at 
the Center and continued to keep that job for a period of 
time once their sentence had expired. The range was from 
four days to six months after release. These findings show 
that as far as the claim of Day Parole providing a job for 
an inmate once his sentence is over, there again was a 50-50 
chance he would keep his job at least for a while after 
release. 

Particular attention was paid to the six men (25 
per cent of those who worked) who retained their Day Parole 
job for at least four months after they had been released 
from prison. Five of these men had the same job during and 
after Day Parole as they had when they were sentenced. For 
these five nen, representing 20.8 per cent of those who 
worked, Day Parole allowed them to retain the job and the 
skills and earning power related to that job. Four of these 
five men claimed to have a family to support. Five of the 
six men reported they had been fully employed during a six 
month period prior to their sentencing. The sixth man had 
been employed for four of the six months prior to going to 
prison. (See Question 7, Appendix V). Therefore, the 


mean number of months reportedly employed by these six men 
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in a six month period before going to prison was 5.7 months. 
This represents an unemployment rate of 5 per cent’. Five 
of these men reportedly had one job during this time and the 
sixth man reported he held two jobs during this time (See 
Question 8, Appendix V). Therefore, the mean number of 
jobs per man, (i.e. the job turnover rate) is 1.16. 

The picture emerging from this Study is one where 
married inmates with a fairly stable employment history were 
most likely to retain their previous job once Day Parole was 
granted and to continue with the same, job once released from 
the Center. 

By way of contrast, an examination of the inter- 
view responses of the remaining eighteen men (75 per cent of 
those who worked) reveals that only six men (33.3 per cent) 
elaimed to have families to support. These eighteen men 
reported to have worked an average of 3.5 months (ranging 
from 0 to 6 months) during the six month period prior to 
sanhte sentenced to imprisonment. This represents an unem- 
Ovay lent rate oT 42" per cent’, In terms of the reported 
number of jobs held during this period, two respondents 
apparently did not work at all and the remaining sixteen men 
shaded a jebeeGtnover rate of 1.71 during the pertod. (As 4 
result, the findings of “this®Study indicate that'the men who 
failed to retain their Day Parole job either completely or 
even up to two months were likely to be single, have spent 
less time working during a fixed period prior to going to 


prison and had held more jobs during that same period than 
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their counterparts who kept their Day Parole job for at least 
four months. 

Retaining Earning Power 

In order to determine the extent to which men on 
Day Parole retained their earning power, each man in the 
Sample was asked "When you were working, how much did you 
earn?" (i.e. before going to prison) and "How much do you 
earn now?" (i.e. on Day Parole). The responses are presented 


in Table 4.4. 
TABLE 4.4 


REPORTED RATES OF PAY OF DAY PAROLE 
JOB COMPARED TO PREVIOUS JOB 


Rate of Pay Number of 70 
Day Parolees 

More Pay 1 5 pre 

Same Job (Same Pay) 5 Lo. .2 

Similar Pay ui ZOn? 

Less Pay i> 90.0 

TOTAL 26% 99.9 


*Of the four remaining members of the Day Parole Sample, 
three were students and one was incapable of working for 
medical reasons. 

Table 4.4 indicates that one-half of those on Day 

Parole for employment purposes claimed to have earned more 

than or about the same as before going to prison. (A 


respondent was deemed to be earning similar pay if the amount 


was within $0.25 per hour of the previous pay.) The other 
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half earned less on Day Parole than they were making "on the 
street". ‘Included in this latter group are those who did not 
work at all while on Day Parole, as well as the respondent 
who claimed he worked behead cagt tt criminal activity before 
being sentenced to prison. 

Thus, the claim that Day Parole allows a man to 
retain his earning. power is true for half of the Day Parolees 
in this Sample. 

The Work Ethic 

Many officials involved with the Day Parole 
Program believed that by working ,while on Day Parole, an 
inmate learns or re-learns the Work Ethic. The particular 
items specified had to do with getting up and off to work on 
time, putting in a good day's work, returning "home" 
regularly and on time, paying room and board, and learning 
how to budget and spend money wisely. In short, the belief 
was that working on Day Parole would somehow improve the 
employment. part of an inmate's life. 

Going to Work 

In terms of getting up and off to work on time, 
Chapter III showed that routines involved here do not really 
place much responsibility on the inmates. If a Day Parolee 
does not wake up when he is supposed to, he is aroused by 
one of the Center's Correction Officers. Breakfast is pre- 
pared by the Center's Cooks, with the help of some inmates 
who are not on Day Parole. The Center's Driver transports 


the men in a van to a nearby bus stop from which point the 
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men usually take’ a’bus* to work." "It°is only’ from this point 
that the Day Parolees are truly on their own. During the 
more crucial earlier part of the day, the Center's Staff take 
most of the responsibility for getting the Day Parolees 
going?. 

A Good Day's Work 

Part of the Work Ethic referred to by some of the 
Day Parole authorities included the notion of a stable 
employment situation. Those involved in the Program, in- 
cluding the respondents who worked at the Institution and the 
Center, saw the routine of daily work as one of the benefits 
of the Day. Parole experience. However, as shown in Table 
4.3, eleven of the twenty-seven Day Parolees (41 per cent) 
who had been granted Day Parole for the purpose of employment 
did not have a stable employment routine while on Day Parole. 
Either.they did not work at all in the. community or etse they 
were—fived...laid.ofton-quitubefore their Day Parole expired. 
If the four Day Parolees who were steadily employed while on 
Day Parole, but didjnot return to work once ;they were;released 
are included with the eleven others who faced a break in their 
employment routine, there becomes a total of fifteen Day 
Parolees (56 per cent of those on Day Parole for the purpose 
of employment) who did not have a stable employment routine 
during the Day Parole experience. 

This fact seems to indicate that although one of 
the objectives of the Day Parole experience was to provide a 
stable employment routine, less than half (44 per cent) of 


the Day Parolees had this experience. 
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One of the things involved in doing a good day's 
work presumably is the worker's attitude toward his job. 
Whether or not a person likes his/her job likely will have 
some influence on how the job is performed. This, in turn, 
has influence on such matters as firing, laying off or 
quitting which, as seen in Table 4.3, is the largest single 
employment status category in the Sample. To find out how 
the Day Parolees viewed their jobs, they were asked how they 
liked their Day Parole jobs and how they felt these compared 
with their usual job. (See Questions 18, 19, Appendix V). 


These responses are presented in Table 4 aby. 
TABLE 4.5 


JOB ATTITUDES OF THE DAY PAROLEES 
WHO WORKED, SPRING, 1975 


Attitude Toward Day Parole Job Fs 70 

Liked - not at all ») ile 
o.-a ATE ttre ort 2 An 
- pretty good v7 30.4 
- very good 6 26.1 

TOTAL* 6; F959 


Compared with usual job 
- a lot worse 5 7 
- a bit worse fi 4 
- about the same q/ 3 
mei bre better Z 7 
- a lot better D, 7 


TOTAL* 23 Bore 
*One respondent who was not working at the time of interview 
later found work before his sentence expired. 
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Table 4.5 shows the Day Parolees generally looked 
favorably on their Day Parole jobs but when compared to their 
usual jobs, over half of the Day Parolees felt they were 
working at worse jobs. These findings indicate that within 
the life style imposed on the men by virtue of their imprison- 
ment, their Day Parole jobs were looked at favorably, even 
though only four of the men felt they had better jobs on Day 
Parole than previously. 

Coming "Home" in the Evening 

The fact that the men must return to the Center by 
a specified time unless special permission is granted or else 
face the possibility of being charged for being late indicates 
again the predominance of institutional concerns. Day 
Parolees cannot "go for a beer after work" with their co- 
workers without running a high risk of facing violation 
charges and being returned to The Fort. 

Work Related Social Events 

In response to the question "Are you allowed to 
take part in social events connected with your job?" (Question 
31,. Appendix V).all the respondents -replied "NO". In 
some cases, there were no social events offered. Where such 
events did exist, it was a privilege to which the men on Day 
Parole were not entitled. Putting in overtime was not 
actively encouraged by officials at the Center although it 
could be granted upon request by the man's employer. Such 


requests were frequently approved. 
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Room and Board 

The room and board deductions were viewed by many 
of the officials as a way of getting the men used to the 
practice before they were released. It was an attempt by the 
Center to make the Day Parole experience as close as possible 
to usual routines "on the streets." | 

In order to determine how the Day Parolees viewed 
the matter of room and board, the thirty men in the Sample 
were asked, "How do you feel about the deductions made for 
room and board?" Their responses were then categorized as 
positive, neutral or negative in terms of the practice. 


Table 4.6 summarizes the responses. 
TABLE 4.6 


DAY PAROLEE ATTITUDES TOWARD 
ROOM AND BOARD DEDUCTIONS 


Attitude C % 

Positive 1 Bibs 
Neutral us DD. 6 
Negative (ld 40.7 
TOTAL* Dol TOO TO 


*Two Day Parolees attending education facilities did not pay 


Room and Board and, therefore, offered no comment. One Day 
Parolee's response was incomprehendable. 


Table 4.6 indicates that just over one-half of the 
Day Parolees did not mind too much paying room and board. 


The Neutral category represents the responses of the men who 
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indicated they accepted the practice of paying room and board. 
Included here were a few comments about poor meals but on 

the whole these men did not object to the deduction. While 
not heartily endorsing the practice, they felt it was 
reasonable. Also included are several men who seemed to feel 
that this deduction was a price they had to pay to get out of 
the Center. 

There were some men, however, who did object 
strongly to the deductions. In addition to complaints about 
the meals and the feeling that they should be getting much 
better service for $80.00 per month, there were some who felt 
the idea was not right. As one Day Parolee put it "It's a 
pain in the ass! To pay to stay in gaol is a farce!" 

Another reported, "It's a bunch of shit. You're doing a 
sentence so why pay your way?" The feeling expressed by this 
group was that the deductions were basically unjust because 
they were already “Paying a Price" in the form of their 
imprisonment. Complaints about poor food compounded their 
negative feelings. 

Only one Day Parolee spoke positively of the 
prawtice Ul tts t\yood.”1t"s a responsibility. Nothing), is) free. 
You have to pay for what you do." 

From this discussion, it is obvious that the Day 
Parolees do not see the room and board deductions in the same 
light as the program officials. Most passively accept the 
practice and many see it is just another silly rule they have 


to follow in order to stay on Day Parole. 
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Handling Money 


In terms of budgetting and spending money wisely, 
all purchases made by the Day Parolees, excluding the three 
dollars per day for travel. Dato paebeeakon tobacco, and other 
job-related expenses, had to be approved by the officials at 
the Center. Any money left over from the three dollars was 
handed in each evening to a staff member. Officials at the 
Center tried to keep the circulation of money to a minimum. 
One of .the terms and conditions of Day Parole was that all 
money received from employment was to be turned over to the 
Center. | A Day) Parolee, was not supposed to operate his own 
bank account. 

As illustrated in Table 4.2, the Sample of Day 
Parolees spent just as much on Canteen luxuries, extra 
clothing, hobbies and passes as they did on supporting their 
dependents and paying off debts. 

The findings of this part of the Study seem to 
indicate that institutional routines, policies and procedures 
take precedence over practices that would give the Day 
Parolees the degree of financial responsibility they would 
be required to undertake if they were both working and re- 
Siding in the community. 

Retain and/or Develop Job Skills 

Day Parole is frequently said to benefit the 
inmate by enabling him to practice the job skills he already 
possesses and/or to develop other occupational skills. In 


order to explore these areas, the men on Day Parole were asked 
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if they had any special skills iors training, could they use 
their skills on their Day Parole job and were they learning 
any new job skills (See Questions 11, 20, 23, Appendix V). 

None of the Day pega lees could be considered as 
highly skilled (See Day Parolee Profile, Appendix III). None 
had their trade "papers" although several had taken some 
formal trade training. The men in the Sample could be best 
described as unskilled and semi-skilled. In discussing their 
skilts,it was left to the men to decide if” they had special 
skills or experience that made their employment services of 
particular interest to an employer. 

Table 4.7 summarizes the responses in terms of 


job skills. 
TABLE &.7 


GENERAL LEVEL OF REPORTED JOB SKILES 
UF DAY PAROLEERS, SPRING, 975 


Level of Skill f %0 
Some Skills 9 Sie 
No Skills 18 67 
TOTAL 24 100 


Table 4.7 indicates that two-thirds of the Day 
Parole Sample felt they did not have any special skills, 
training or experience to offer an employer. 

Table 4.8 summarizes the use of job skills and 


learning new skills for the Day Parolees who worked. 
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TABLE 4.8 


USE OF JOB SKILLS AND LEARNING NEW 
JOB SKILLS FOR DAY PAROLEES, 
SPRING, 1975 


USEDZSKLIELS LEARNED NEW SKILLS 
Level of Skill Yes No Yes No 
Some Skills 6 3 6 3 

(N=9) C67) (33%) (67%) Ga) 
No Skills UL iia 

(N=18) (39% ) (61% ) 


Of the nine men who reported they had some skills 
or special experience, six (67 per cent) replied that their 
Day Parole job let them use this skill. Of the remaining 
three men who claimed that Day Parole did not allow them the 
opportunity to use their skills, two did not work. The 
remaining man, an experienced carpenter and construction 
foreman, chose to work in a poultry processing plant, hanging 
poultry and cleaning metal tanks. He reported he would be 
going home to a community outside Edmonton as soon as he was 
released. 

For the semi-skilled Day Parolees, then, two-thirds 
were able to locate a job that let them make use of what 
skills and experience they had. One-third could be considered 
to be underemployed in that they did not work or were working 
at jobs demanding fewer skills than they ordinarily performed. 

Table 4.8 also shows that for the men who con- 
sidered themselves somewhat skilled, two-thirds believed they 
were also learning skills and gaining valuable experience 


while on Day Parole. 
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Table 4.8 further indicates that the men who saw 
themselves as unskilled fared somewhat less favorably in 
terms of learning new skills than their semi-skilled counter- 
parts. For the unskilled group, nearly two-thirds claimed 
that their Day Parole job did not help them learn any new 
job skills. Many of these men felt their jobs were boring. 
Not surprisingly, this group contained the men who quit their 
jobs before their Day derout had expired or had been fired 
or laid off. Also in this group were the men who had the 
higher unemployment rate and job turnover rate before coming 
toy prison. 

By way of contrast, the bulk of the semi-skilled group 
consisted of the men with the lower unemployment and job 
turnover rates. These men saw their jobs in a more favorable 
light than their fellow Day Parolees who were basically unskilled. 
These men could see something of a future ahead of them in the 
job. Not surprisingly, most of the men in this group had the 
same job before, during and after the Day Parole experience. 

Asifar’ as yjobtskilis: is concerned, then, the men 
who "had something going for themselves" before their place- 
ment on Day Parole usually "kept the ball rolling" once they 
were on Day Parole. This momentum seems to have carried 
over, too, into the post-release period. For those men who 
"didn't have much going for themselves" before being placed 
on Day Parole, the Day Parole experience did little to change 
the situation. By and large their disadvantaged employment 


situation was perpetuated and in all likelihood would remain 
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basically unchanged upon their release from the Center. 

Employment Benefits: Summary 

This Study tested the extent to which certain 
claims about the alleged employment benefits of the Day 
Parole experience were actually met. There was found to be 
a 50-50 chance of retaining a previous job once Day Parole 
was authorized. There was found to be a 50-50 chance of 
keeping a Day Parole job at least for a while after release. 
There was a 50-50 chance for an inmate to retain his earning 
power. The achievement of the Work Ethic was found to be 
hampered severely nearly at every turn by practices 
associated with the smooth and efficient running of an 
institution. The retention and/or development of job skills 
vas found to be highest among semi-skilled Day Parolees and 


lowest for the unskilled Day Parolees. 


Part 2. Analysis of ‘Data:'From Official Records 


Introduction 

Officials at the Center have kept certain records over 
the years since Day Parole has been in operation from there. 
The author was able to secure these records and present the 
ones of particular relevance to Day Parole in this Study. 

Source of Data 

The single most valuable document was the Day Parole 
Register (See Appendix VI). This form contained certain 
information about every inmate who had been on Day Parole at 


the Center. 
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Method of Data Collection 

There were many incomplete entries in the Register so 
the author spent countless hours searching through inmate 
files in an effort to obtain the required data. Selected 
information contained in the Register was then coded, key- 
punched and subjected to selected statistical analyses 
through the Statistical Package for the Social Sciences. 
The author and the coder worked together closely at this 
stage of the Study. Any unusual-appearing entries were 
referred to the author for clarification. In such cases, 
reference was made to the official documents on the Inmate's 
File. Also at this stage of the Study, there were noted to 
be periodic errors on the Day Parole Register, such as 
"February 31, 1973" or typing errors where "Jan. 1973" should 
setualla’ have’ been "Jun. 1973". The author feels that the 
sequential nature of many of the entries plus the careful 
work of the coder eliminated many of the obvious errors on 
the Register. This does not, however, rule out the possibility 
of the original entries on the Register being in error. If 
such errors did exist and did not appear unusual or illogical, 
they would not likely have been noticed by the author or the 
coder. As a result these errors, such as the length of Day 
Parole calculated from available dates, would have been 
coded and processed accordingly. Throughout this stage, the 
author periodically checked the calculations of the coder. 
Very few errors in coding were detected and most of them 
involved a difference of one or two days in a time period, 


such as the length of the period of Day Parole. 
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The keypunching and computer services were performed 
bye che, Computing Center, University of Alberta. 


Variable List 


The data used in this part of the Study is taken directly 


from the Day Parole Register. the following list. of 


variables is used: 

Age 

Racial Origin 

Length of Sentence 

Year of Release on Day Parole 

Length of Day Parole 

Use of Day Parole (Activity) 

Earnings 

Termination 

Method of Analysis 

The data is summarized and presented in tables using 
standard techniques of descriptive statistics. Where 
appropriate, these characteristics are compared in the form 
of bivariate tables. In an effort to elaborate on the 
relationship between these characteristics, procedures of 
elementary multivariate analysis are used. 

The measure of association used throughout this Study 
is Phi because it is appropriate at all levels of measure- 
ment. The variables noted above represent different levels 
of measurement which could be combined in a number of ways. 
Phi is the only consistent measure available and was 


selected for that reason. Since the Phi coefficient is 
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related to chi-square, it is possible to test the Significance 
of Phi by referring to a chi-square table with one degree of 
freedom (Ferguson, 1959:196-199). In this Study, the large 

N, 1294 in most cases, makes such a test appropriate. Asa 
result, measures of association where Phi= .06 will be 
considered to: be Significant at the level P = .05; Measures 
of Phi less than .06 will be considered so weak as to be 


insignificant. Therefore, values of Phi between .06 and .15 


will be considered weak. Values of Phi from .16 to .25 will be 

deemed moderately weak and values of Phi .26 and greater will be 

considered to show a moderate association between characteristics. 
For a detailed presentation of all the values of Phi, see 


Appendix IX. The following discussion is based on this data. 


The Day Parole Population 


The Day Parole Register is designed to record certain 
information about every inmate at the Center who had been 
granted a Day Parole Certificate. Not all inmates listed 
on the Register, however, were actually granted a Day Parole 
Certificate. There were a few inmates in the Register who 
had been returned to the Institution or escaped from the 
Center before the Day Parole Certificate actually arrived at 
the Center. In all likelihood the National Parole Board had 
granted Day Parole, the Parole Office had been notified, 
they in turn telephoned the Center and before the official 
documents arrived at the Center, the inmate had somehow 
"goofed things up". 


The’ data collection for this Study began in March, 1975. 
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A review of the Day Parole Register revealed that, with the 
exception of a number of omissions, all Day Parolees released 
on Day Parole up to and t2Taing December 31, 1974, were 
entered in the Register and were considered to have completed 
the period of Day Parole. Each inmate registered was given 

a Day Parole Number and as the period of Day Parole progressed, 
various notations and entries were made about the man. 

For the Day Parole population, the author selected all 
those on the Register who had been granted and released on 
Day Parole up to the end of 1974. Inmates granted Day Parole 
in 1974 but not released on Day Parole until 1975 were not 
included in this Study. The Register was basically up to 
date on these cases, with the omissions previously mentioned. 
The Register was not up to date on those inmates released on 
Day Parole in 1975 so the decision was made to restrict the 
Study to all those released up to the end of 1974. 

By using the consecutively issued Day Parole Numbers as 
listed on the Register, the Day Parole population involved the 
first 1,302 cases. (Day Parole Numbers 1 through 1302.) A 
card-sorter count revealed only 1294 cards (cases). A search 


for the eight missing cases revealed the following: 


PHIL j= no -sooh number (+4492, 4935. 495, 496. 5.2) 

#570. = returned..to.tlnstitution._before..released..an—Day 
Parole. 

#781 - unlawfully at large before Day Parole arrived. 

#834 - entered in error, later appeared as #873. 


#1032 - unlawfully at large before Day Parole arrived. 
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#1122 - returned to Institution before Day Parole arrived. 


#1299 - released in 1975. 

#1300 - released in 1975. 

As a result, the Day Parole population for this Study was 
the first 1,294 men granted and released on Day Parole from 
the first Day Parolee released on December 16, 1968 through 
those released on December 31, 1974, a period of six years. 

Age 
Table 4.9 illustrates the distribution of age (on 


admission) of the Day Parole population. 


TABLE 4.9 


THE AGE DISTRIBUTION OF THE DAY PAROLEES 
1969 - 19746 


Age Group f % 

16 - 17 147 11.4 
Te = 20 380 29.4 
21 - 24 308 2 Dif 
25 - 29 190 14.7 
30 - 34 79 Te 
i is Weer BS, 56 4.3 
40 - 49 85 6 .6 
SNS 209 26 Pag ib) 
60 and over 3 O72 
TOTAL 1294 POO. 


Table 4.9 shows a positively skewed distribution where 
the modal interval is 18 to 20 years. The range is 16 years 


to 63 years. 64.6 per cent of the Day Parolees were 24 years 
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old or younger at the time of their admission to the Center. 
Statistics computed from the ungrouped data show a mean age 
of 24.9 years, the mode is 20.0 years and the median is 
21.9 years. In terms of age, then, those selected for Day 
Parole tended to be in their late teens or early twenties. 

Age: and, Year 

It is also possible to examine the age distribution 
of the Day Parolees during the six year history of the 


Program. This is presented in Table 4.10. 


TABLE 4.10 


THE AGE GROUPS OF THE DAY PAROLEES AND 
THEIR YEAR OF PARTICIPATION IN THE PROGRAM 


ee YEAR 
Group 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 
16=24 46 154 131 153 149 202 835 
(SbeiB)i mel 5 Wb Modem Pe elbidin Bok oe aD on & iiss. 20) 
25-39 2h a6 65 es 47 58 345 
(29165) M2534 M9 Se) (009%). (22). 15 292 0%) 
4G-and 11 29 3] 10 17 16 va 
over Cee) TN tga eC one 792) (8.0%) (5.8%) 
TOTAL 81 259 229 D5 6 213 PGA e PED On, 


(hOU0% )oCL00.04) 2O00:, 02)) (C99 9%), JCLOO. Ta OLE Gs) 


Table 4.10 indicates that as the Day Parole program 
progressed, the participants were younger. fhis partly 
reflects the transition of the Center from an alcohol treat- 


ment facility, usually for older inmates with recognizable 
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drinking problems, to a community correction facility dealing 
with all offenders. Another factor contributing to this 
trend is the decreasing age of the inmates admitted to The 
Fort. It was from here that most inmates in the Study were 
chosen for Day Parole. A review of the Annual Reports of 

the Corrections Branch from 1969-70 to 1973-74 reveals that 
the per cent of males aged 16 - 24 years admitted to The 

hore rose from 49.5 per cent to 61.1 per cent during this 
time. 

As noted previously, officials involved in the 
selection of men for Day Parole voiced considerable concern 
for young people in prison. fthis concern is reflected in 
Table 4.10 which shows that by 1974 nearly three-quarters of 
the men on Day Parole were under twenty-five years of age. 

The relationship between age and time of partici- 
pation on Day Parole, whereby the Day Parolees tended to be 
younger over time, is weak. This association is not subject 
to conditions of race or sentence length. 

Racial Origin 

Beside the Institution Number given to each inmate 
admitted to the Center, the officials noted the self-reported 
nace origin of the Day Parolees. During the. years 1969 
and 1970, racial» data was«sporadically/recorded.toSineée 1971; 
however, all racial origins were noted on the Register. 
Table 4.11 presents this information. 

Table 4.11 indicates that most Day Parolees were 


White, some were Native and a few Other. Due to incomplete 
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recording, the precise proportion of each racial origin in 


terms of the entire population cannot be determined. 
TABLE 4.11 


THE RACIAL ORIGIN OF THE DAY PAROLE 
POPULATION, 1969 - 1974 


Racial Origin i 76 

Caucasian | 768 DD 4 
Metis 132 LOZ 
Treaty Indian 150 VL.6 
Oriental 3 D 2 
Negro 8 ; 0.6 
Not Known Los L870 


Race and Year 

It is possible, however, to examine the racial 
issue since 1971, from when complete data was available from 
the Register (and through file searches by the author). 

This information is presented in Table 4.12. 

Table 4.12 indicates that about one-quarter of the 
Day Parolees at the Center have been Native. The rest have 
been White, with the exception of the eleven men previously 
noted. 

Table 4.12 alsofindicates from. 1971 to 1973 there 
was a trend to increased use of Day Parole by Caucasian 
inmates and naturally, less use of Day Parole by non- 
Caucasian inmates. In 1974, however, there was a noticeable 


change in this trend whereby Native inmates were taking more 
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part in the Day Parole Pra ae: this its of particular 
interest in view of the general decline in the number and 
proportion of Native inmates in Provincial Correctional 
Institutions (See Appendix VIII). It would seem, therefore, 
that fewer people in general are going to prison. *./Fewer 
Native people are going to gaol and more of those who did 
were being placed on Day Parole. While it is not known what 
more recent Day Parole data would show in this regard, it 
would appear that correctional officials were becoming more 
concerned about Day Parole for Native inmates. This could 
also indicate that Native inmates were showing more interest 


in applying for Day Parole. 
TA BE. 4." 12 


THE RACIAL ORIGIN OF THE DAY PAROLEES AND 
THEIR YEAR OF PARTICIPATION IN THE PROGRAM 


YEAR 

Race L9H 1942 Li 1974 

Native 6 3 61 50 81 21D 
(27.5%) (25. 8%) C23...) 629..3%.) 

White 166 175 163 igs Jes) 679 
C7 205%) (74.2% ) (76 .5% ) (70)..735) 

TOTAL* 22? 236 Zid 276 954 
(100.0% ) (100.0% ) (100.0% ) (100.0%) 


*N=954. There were 233 cases where the racial origin was not 
recorded. 


Phi = 2004 
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The relationship between race and year of partici- 
pation, Wife Ben White Day Parolees were fib likely to be 
involved in the earlier period and Native Day Parolees were 
‘more likely to be involved as the Pid developed, is 
insignificant. This association featuring slightly greater 
Native involvement over time is particularly true for young 
Day Parolees and those serving longer sentences. 

Race and Age 

It is possible to look at the age distributions 


of the racial groupings. Table 4.13 presents this data. 
TABLE 4*S 13 


THE KNOWN RACIAL ORIGIN OF THE 
DAY PAROLEES AND THE AGE GROUPS 


Race esau Deas. 9 40. and Over 

Native 166 99 17 282 
(23.9%) (35.7%) (189%) 

White 528 178 ip yee ba 779 
G76 Ales) (64.3%) G8 theabe) 

TOTAL* 694 2a 90 1061 
C100 0%) (100.0%) (100.0% ) 


Table 4.13 does not show an obvious pattern in 
terms of race and age. Native Day Parolees were most heavily 
represented in the middle age group and White Day Parolees 


dominated the older age group. By regrouping the ages as up 
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to twenty-five and twenty-five and over, it becomes apparent 
that White Day Parolees tended to be slightly younger than 
Native Day Parolees. This association is weak. This 
relationship is not changed by the year of participation but 
it is strengthened slightly for men serving longer sentences. 

Length! of: Sentence 

From two columns on the Day Parole Register, "Date 
Committed" and "Possible Discharge Date", it was possible to 
calculate the number of days between the time the inmate was 
sentenced and the estimated date of release with remission’. 
This period of time represents the length of the sentence to 
be served. In many cases, a sentence of a specific number 
of months was imposed (i.e. 6 months, one year, or two years 
less one day). In other cases, however, the length of 
sentence represented a complicated series of sentences, some 
concurrent and some consecutive. Many of the Day Parolees 
wereg serving sentences: for major offenees. under the Criminal 
Code together with minor offences under statutes such as the 
Highway Traffic Act or the Liquor Control Act. 

Table 4.14 presents the length of sentences to be 
served by the Day Parole Population. It was constructed by 
using the calculation of the probable number of days to be 
served, for example 248 days, and then relating that figure 
to the nearest month of imposed sentence, which in this 
example would be twelve months. Similarly, an inmate who had 
been sentenced to imprisonment for a period of nine months 


would, with remission, likely serve about 185 days in custody. 
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TABLE 4.14 


THE LENGTH OF SENTENCES TO BE SERVED 
BY FHE DAY, PAROLE POPULATION, 1969. --. 1974 


LENGTH OF SENTENCE 


Days in Custody Nearest Original Sentence F 70 
in Months 


ZL :% AJ? Aes 211 TG 

GS 6 2S 6 =- ll 567 43.8 
238 ~ 361 ee ee 7 Sy) Lar 5 
362 and Over 18 and Over Z01 15 .6 
TOTAL 1294 100.0 


The ungrouped data summarized in Table 4.14 has a 
range from 22 to 736 days, with a mean number of days to serve 
of 211 days. This represents a mean original sentence of 
approximately ten months. The mode is 248 days to serve 
whichcrepresents,.anmroriginal sentence of,i;twelue imonths.°. The 
wedian,;is 185 days to serve’ and this represents a-sentence of 
nine months imposed by a Court. Due to the presence of some 
twenty-four inmates serving sentences of 498 days or more 
(i.e. they were serving prisoners for more than two years®), 
which would greatly influence the mean, it would seem the 
median is the best measure of central tendency of the 
sentences being served by the Day Parole Population. Table 
4.14 shows that sixty per cent of the imposed sentences were 
for less than twelve months imprisonment. Expressed in 
other terms 16.3 per cent of the sentences were Short Term 


(1 - 5 months), 68.1 per cent were Medium Term (6 - 17 months) 
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and 15.6 per cent were Long Term (18 months and over). 
length of Sentence Over Tome. 
In addition to determining the central tendency 
of the sentences to be served by the Day Parole population, 
it is possible to examine this characteristic over time. 


This data is presented in Table 4.15. 


Table 4.15 illustrates that as the program developed, 
the sentences of the Day Parolees generally were longer. 
There were fewer Short sentences and more Medium sentences. 
This could be related to selection practices. Initially, the 
officials seem to have been more prepared to consider Day 
Parole for Short term inmates than they were as time went on. 
this could indreate an imitial~seleection bias in, favor of 
those serving less serious offences. The data available in 
this Study is insufficient to explore this possibility 
furthers 

bn. Chapter (hl 1, it» was} noted that, the time, factor 
is of major importance in the granting of Day Parole. This 
is particularly: truesfor Short-Term offenders. where it was 
not generally considered to be worthwhile to commence the 
Day Parole precedures. ot was ,yfelt theré|was insufficient 
time to process the Day Parole application. It often took 
the National Parole Board and Parole Service a month to 
receive the application, do the necessary investigations and 
arrive at a decision. This was often in addition to whatever 


plans institutional personnel had for the offender, such as 
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a period of Alcoholism Treatment at the Center. It was 
generally agreed that unless there were extenuating 
circumstances, Day Parole would not usually be considered 
for sentences less than four months. Judging from Table 
4.15 this selection guideline became more important over 
time. 

Another possible explanation is that the sentences 
of the pool of inmates from which the Day Parolees were 
selected also were getting longer. As noted earlier, there 
Were fewer persons going to’. gaol in 1974. than in 1969 and 
maybe those who did go to prison where doing so far a longer 
period of time. A review of the Annual Reports of the 
Corrections Branch 1969-70 and 1973-74 reveals the percentage 
of sentenced admissions to The Fort (male) for sentences of 
Six. MORtNS and more: rose, from 17.9 per. centicto 28-8 per cent 
during this time. 

The relationship between sentence length and year 
of participation in the Day Parole Program, where the 
sentences tended to be longer over time, is insignificant 
irregardless of the age of the men. This is true for White 
Day Parolees but more so for Native Day Parolees. 

sentence Length and Age 

Given the previously noted importance of age and 
the length of sentence in the Day Parole program, the 
relationship between these factors was examined. The results 


are presented in Table 4.16. 
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TABLE 4.16 


THE® DAY PAROLEES* "CENGTH OF SENTENCE 
AND AGE GROUP 


Age 

Length of Sentence 16 - 24 (LE a 40 years 

years years and over 
Short 117 65 Zo 211 
(1 - 5 months) (14.0%) (18.8%) (25.4%) 
Medium 5 83 Lid 73 882 
(6 - 17 months) (69.8%) (65.8%) (63.2%) 
Long 135 a> 13 Z01 
(18 months and over) (16.2%) CAS aoe) Cli. 4) 
TOTAL 835 345 114 1294 


(100.0%) (100.0%) (100.0%) 


Table 4.16 shows an increasing proportion of older 
Day Parolees serving short sentences and an increasing 
proportion of younger Day Parolees serving longer sentences. 
This indicates that the younger Day Parolees would tend to 
be serving longer sentences than the older Day Parolees. 
This association is weak. That older Day Parolees would be 
more likely serving shorter sentences is particularly true 
for White Day Parolees but not Native Day Parolees. The 
year of participation -in the Program does not change the 
original relationship between sentence length and age. 

If the length of sentence is used as ohe.iodicator 
of the seriousness of criminal behavior, Table 4.16 indicates 
that the younger Day Parolees were serving sentences for 


somewhat more serious criminal behavior than the older Day 
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Parolees. As previously noted, nearly two-thirds of the Day 
Parolees were under twenty-five years of age. Therefore, in 
Spite of the apparent seriousness of their criminal activity, 
it appears that the Day Parole officials were very much 
concerned about these young people in prison and made 
considerable effort to get them involved in a community based 
activity (time permitting of course). 

Length or seicence: and ‘Race 

It is also possible to look at the variables of 
racial origin and length of sentence. Table 4.17 presents 


Enis ‘data. 


TABLE 4.17 


THE: DAY PARGEERS "4LENGTH’ GF “SENTENCE 
AND KNOWN RACIAL ORIGIN 


Length of Sentence . Known Racial Origin 
Native White 
Short 47 104 15-1 
(1 - 5 months ) (16.27%) (13.4%) 
Medium 194 546 740 
(6 - 17 months) (68.8% ) (70.1%) 
Long 4] 129 170 
(18 months and over) (14.6%) (16:5 5%, } 
TOTAL 282 Nl he 1061 
(100.1%) (100.0% ) 
Piri 29706 


Table 4.17 shows Native Day Parolees to have a 


higher representation in the Short range sentences and 


~ i : lar ih ns, PLN 


yed sft Yo eb int-ows yitesn baton teeter 
ni ,ototetent .sge to a1Bsy eviteysneys sotne 91 a“ 


eYivistos Lanimito theitd je. geanavoissa, 3 


doum ytev stew eleiaitio ‘efowed al ‘ent sent. wi 
ope hei eet ero ar : 


Boe a 


bered yiinummeors af boviowni nodt b Sop oF $7077 


4 3 
fy Wiha ee thay ne 


. (onnyea Yo! igeainhaun oma) jhe 
giv i ci 
ae 


atnessag TL. d sidet” emaiose To Adena bne wl Bi 
ra ways pa 


ee a48AT SeaeeR tS mee 


oe 
i} 
coy i « 


a iad hi vedtugted va sin | 
a) tain. sidan nyo Pies; Pe) ay , 


et 


ae Taiaeh ven Teoneinae 10 
oti i. “avd to | 
re: iil td ost ae | ee — ae 
; (Rb. CE) sh, bee (as. aL) a 1 Caddnom ste fe 
PPO ee ot i, MM A eh al ev bom « 
fe (88.8) ; ‘Certinon vt a 
phiss my Figs eee ae 
Ore ess ta 0 coe 
(22.81) if Re. 61) i ieee bre edtnom BE 


tao | eee oor, SBS 
+ (¥0,00L). - (C#L.001) 


jr ta 


ba Aviva"! ewode Th. giaar 


s sved od apalom 
184 trane add ni duhactasea et rede 
= i egpiaee ular bei 


o2hi ’ Li 
» / 4 


® j e* : 
Y se ® ue As 


bas sesmeine 


smaller representation in the Medium and Long range sentences 
than White Day Parolees. This indicates that Native Day 
Parolees were generally serving shorter sentences than their 
White counterparts. Assuming that sentence length is an 
indicator of the seriousness of criminal behavior, Native 
persons selected for Day Parole could be considered to have 
committed slightly less serious offences than White persons 
selected for Day Parole. 

The re la vaRene between sentence length and 
race, whereby White Day Parolees tended to be serving longer 
sentences than Native Day Parolees, is weak. This fact was 
true only for young men and for those released in the earlier 
portion of the-Program. 

These findings may indicate a selection bias in 
favor of White prisoners or it may be that the Native persons 
admitted to The Fort were also serving shorter sentences 
than White ne ones This issue could not be further 
explored in this Study because of insufficient information. 

Length of Day Parole 

It is possible to determine the length of time that 
each member of the Day Parole population was on Day Parole. 
This is calculated from the Day Parole Register as the 
difference between "Date of Release on Day Parole" and 
"Date Day Parole Completed, Terminated or Suspended". In 
most cases, this was-a routine calculation. In the case 
where the inmate was not released, however, the calculation 


is based on "Date Day Parole Authorized" and "Possible 
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Discharge Date". In cases where Day Parole was terminated 
or suspended because of a violation, the calculation was 
based on "Date of Release on Day Parole" and "Possible 
Discharge Date". Some examples are as follows: 
Day Parolee #1288 (successfully completed) 
Date of Release on Day Parole - 12 Dec. 74 
Date Day Parole Completed - 12 Jan. 75 


Length of Day Parole = 12 Dec. 74 through 12 Jan. 75 


32 days 


Day Parolee #1289 (not released) 
Date Day Parole Authorized - 2 Dec. 74 
Date of Possible Discharge - 15 Feb. 75 


Length of Day Parole 2 Dec sera: through io reps 75 


76 Days 


Day Parolee #1297 (violated) 
Date of Release on Day Parole - 19 Dec. 74 
Possible Discharge Date - 15 April 75 


Length of Day: Parole = 19° Dee aa/4 through: 1> April 75 
= 118 Days 


In cases where the length of Day Parole initially 
appeared to be inordinately long, such as exceeding 150 days, 
the author checked the effective and termination dates on the 
Day Parole Certificate. These dates were used to determine 
the length of Day Parole. 

Table 4.18 presents the distribution of the lengths 
of the Day Parole period. 

Table 4.18 shows that one-third of the Day Parole 
Population was on Day Parole for less than one month. Ninety 


per cent were on Day Parole for less than three months. The 
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ungrouped data shows a mean of 52 days (7.4 weeks), a median 
of 42.6 days (6.1 weeks) and a mode of 20 days (2.9 weeks). 


The range was from 1 day to 371 days (53 weeks). 


TABLE 4.18 


THE KLE NG TH “Or DAY WPAROLE 1969 “= “1974 


SS 


Length of Day Length of Day 
Parole: Days Parole: Months f 70 F 

(Approximate) 
1 - 7 24 BSF Ee? 
gre ‘14 111 8.6 10.4 
ry =~ 21 130 10.6 20.5 
22 - 30 peters 167 La Foe 
Os OL Lupe eG 22 487 aT 6 raga 
GZAL 92 2, up: togZ 232 L722 88.9 
93) = 126 3 up to'4 80 6 2 FS vk 
B27 VED 4 up to 6 42 Dik 98.4 
186 and Over 6 and Over 21 16 100.0 

TOTAL 1294 100.0 


Table 4.18 indicates a relatively short period on 

Day Parole for community-based activities, considering, as 
we didi) lable 4.114. thab the Sentences. imposed on: the Day 
Parole population had a mean of about 10 months, and mode 
of twelve months and a median of nine months. 

Length of Day Parole and Sentence Length 

As noted previously in the discussion of the 
selection of men for Day Parole, the time element ne of utmost 


importance. The length of the sentence imposed by a Court 
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often determines in large part the time available for Day 
Parole. Table 4.19 presents the relationship between the 


length of sentence and the length of Day Parole. 


TABLE 4.19 


THE LENGTH OF DAY PAROLE AND THE 
LENGTH OF SENTENCE OF THE DAY PAROLEES 


Length of Day Parole Length of Sentence 
Short Medium Long 
(i= 5 (Spe Wy (18 Months 
Months ) Months ) and Over) 
Short 198 522 129 o19 
(up to 2 months) (S55) (67 1%) (G47 5) 
Long 1S 290 ZZ Jie 
(2 months and Over) C6 e250:) (32 59%) (358% ) 
TOTAL Zak 882 201 12.94 
(100.0%) (100.0%) (100.0%) 
Bid te. «21 


Table 4.19 shows the highest proportion.of Short 

Day Paroles to be within the Short sentence category. 
Similarly, the most Long Day Paroles occur within the Long 
sentence category. hie other words, the length of Day Parole 
varies directly with the length of sentence, although the 
relationship is not as pronounced for Medium or Long 
sentences. Table 4.19 indicates generally that the longer 
the sentence, the more likely there will be a long term of 
Day Parole. The moderately weak association between sentence 
length and Day Parole length is not changed by conditions of 


age, race, or year of participation. fthis association is 
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stronger for students than workers on Day Parole. 


Day Parole Length and Age 


It is possible to examine the relationship between 


age and length of Day Parole. Table 4.20 presents this data. 
TABLE 4.20 


THE LENGTH OF DAY PAROLE AND THE 
AGE GROUP OF THE DAY PAROLEES 


Length of Day Parole Age 
16 - 24 29..=/ 39 40 and Over 

Up to 1 month 238 i379 De 432 
C265) (40°35; ) (48.2%) 

1 up to 2 months 3 03 141 . 43 487 
C36 Coce ) (40.9% ) epee 5 | 

2 up to 4 months Lg 58 15 312 
C28 6%.) (16.8%) C1525.) 

4 months and over wD u 1 63 
(6.6%) (2.0% ) CO. 9%:) 

TOTAL 835 345 114 1294 
(100.0% ) (100.0%) (100.0%) 

ela. ele 


Table 4.20 shows that the youngest age group has 
a higher proportion of-its members in the longer periods of 
Day Parole (2 months and over) than the old Day Parolees. 
Conversely, the older Day Parolees make up the bulk of the 
shorter periods of Day Parole (up to 2 months). This 
indicates that the younger Day Parolees are more likely to 
be on Day Parole longer than older Day Parolees. This is 


understandable because, as noted earlier, the younger Day 
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Parolees also tended to be serving longer sentences than the 
older Day Parolees. The younger men therefore have slightly 
more opportunity to be on Day Parole, given the importance 
of the time factor in the Beeson of Day Parolees. The. 
moderately weak relationship, whereby younger men tended to 
be on Day Parole for longer periods of time than older men, 
was not changed by a factor such as sentence. length. It 

was not as pronounced, however, for Native Day Parolees, for 
those released in 1973-74 or for men on Day Parole who 
attended school. 

Together with the earlier discussion of the 
concern of the officials forthe” young hon FAT pLtSon. for 
apparently more serious criminal conduct than older men, 
the fact that the younger men were also on Day Parole slightly 
longer testifies to the greater risk taken on their behalf 
by the officials. This risk, in terms of potential public 
reaction to serious offenders in their midst plus the 
notorious impulsiveness and mischievousness of youth, also 
testifies to the hope and faith placed upon the young men on 
Day Parole by their custodians. 

Day Parole Length and Race 

Table 4.21 presents the data concerning matters 
of the length of Day Parole and the racial origin of the Day 
Parolees. 

Table 4.21 shows that White Day Parolees have an 
increasing proportion in the longer periods of Day Parole. 


Native Day Parolees are shown to have a decreasing 
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TABLE 4.21 


THE LENGTH OF DAY PAROLE AND THE 
RAC TAL. ORIGIN. GF THE DAY PAROLEES 


Length of Day Parole Race 
White Native 

Up to 1 Month 243 £09 BOL 
Ci (BARD 

Pew to. 2-Months 284 104 388 
C3605 5%) (6.9%) 

Z2-Up to:4 Months 2:0 63 25 
(27-50%) (2223.9) 

4 Months and Over 42 6 48 
Cp eee) C2he tas) 

TOTAL He) 282 1061 
(OB 51%.) CLOOR0S) 


a 


proportion within the longer periods of Day Parole. This 
indicates that White Day Parolees tended to be on Day Parole 
longer than Native Day Parolees. This finding may be due to 
a selection bias in favor of White Day Parolees. It may also 
bes due, at least im part, to the previously noted finding 
that Native Day Parolees tended to serve slightly shorter 
semiences:ithan Whate DaysParolees. As. a result, Native, Day 
Parolees would have less opportunity to be on Day Parole for 
longer periods of time. there is a weak association between 
Day Parole length and race, with White Day Parolees having 
the advantage of longer Day Parole than Native Day Parolees. 
This fact is not altered by conditions of sentence length or 


use of Day Parole. Conditions of age and the year of 
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participation did effect this trend. Only younger Day 
Parolees had the advantage and only those men released during 
the period 1969-72. 

Day> Parole ‘Length Wver “Time 

It. is possible to examine the length of Day 
Parole over time. Table 4.22 presents the data. 

Table 4.22 shows considerable variation in the 
proportions of the length of Day Parole each year. There is 
a trend toward a smaller proportion of Day Paroles up to one 
month and a larger proportion of Day Paroles two to four 
months. The noticable drop in the proportion of Day Paroles 
four months or more seems to reflect the aperatianal policy 
of the National Parole Board not to grant Day Parole for | 
comparatively long periods of time. On the other hand, the 
mean percentage for periods of Day Parole up to two months 
during 1969-71 is 74.8 per cent whereas the mean percentage 
for the same length of Day Parole from 1972-74 is 68.2 
per cent. This would seem to indicate a slight trend toward 
the use of longer periods of Day Parole, particularly periods 
of intermediate length (2 - 4 months). This is to be expected 
because the sentence length of the men on Day Parole also 
increased over time. The trend to longer periods of Day 
Parole is a weak association and it is not changed by sentence 
length. This trend is more pronounced for older men, for 


Native Day Parolees and for those who worked. 
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Use of Day Parole 


By referring to the "Remarks" portion of the Day 
Parole Register, it is possible to determine what each Day 
Parolee did while on Day Parole. Wherever a sum of money 
was recorded as Earnings, it was assumed that the Day Parolee 
had worked. The Register usually specified the educational 
Facility or other community-based activity attended. In 
cases where it was not indicated what the inmate did, 
reference was made to his file to determine how he used his 
Day Parole.  Jable 4.23 outlines the variety of activities 
for which Day Parole was used. 

Table 4.23 indicates that by far the most frequent 
use of Day Parole was in connection with employment. That use 
alone accounts for 75.1 per cent of what the Day Parolees 
did while on Day Parole. When combined with other categories 
that involved employment and another activity such as 
attending school and alcohol therapy sessions, employment 
was involved in 78.2 per cent of the cases. Education alone 
accounted (for: Ll.o per-cent of the Day Paroles.and) when,.this 
is combined with those who worked and continued their 
education while on Day Parole we see that education was 
involved in 14.2 per cent of the cases. 

Alcohol Therapy classes were sponsored by the Alcohol 
Foundation in Edmonton on an out-patient basis during the 
early years of the Day Parole Program. Usually the Day 
Parole Certificate was issued on the condition of the inmate's 


participation in the sessions until his sentence expired. 
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Two Day Parolees were able to attend the Alcohol Therapy 


sessions and go out to a job for awhile as well. 


TABLE 4.23 


THE USE OF DAY PAROLE, 1969 - 1974 


Use of Day Parole f 7 

Worked FZ ie eee | 
Not Released 33 246 
Did Not Work 70 2.4 
Alcohol Therapy (Ay Drath 
Education 146 (lige, 
Work and Education 38 Zia 
Work and Alcohol Therapy 2 O.2 
Other i) 0.4 
Not Known dt Oe 
TOTAL 1294 VOC. a 


The category Other included hairdressing courses, 
Workers Compensation Therapy and training sessions for the 
mentally handicapped. 

Those who were not released on Day Parole were 
inmates whose conduct within the Center was deemed by the 
afficialsS not to be good enough to let,.them leave the Center. 
These would be the inmates considered to be troublemakers, 
yet their misconduct was not so seriously disrupting as to 
warrant their transfer back to The Fort. fthose inmates who 
were classified as Did Not Work represented the men who were 


granted Day Parole but either did not want to work or could 
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not find suitable employment. Some men were not very 
interested in working while others were not able to find a 
job to their liking. Some of the men had very little to 
offer an employer. Some Day Parolees would have been sick. 
Others would have had only a few days remaining in their 
sentence and could have concluded that looking for a job 
was not worthwhile, especially if they were not from Edmonton. 
As Table 4.23 indicated, a total of 184 Day Parolees 
(14.2 per cent of all Day Parolees) were involved in some 
form of educational activity. The Day Parole Register 
specified the educational institution attended in the 146 
cases where education was not combined with employment. 


Table 4.24 takes a look at these 146 Day Parolees. 
TAB Libby Ave 24 


THE  EYPE, GF ,-EDUCATLONAL oF AGLI TY. pAT GEN DED 
BY THE. DAY PAROLEES.,.. b969e— 19/4 


Type of Educational Facility f 7 

High School 85 2S eZ 
Vocational Training Center We Siac 
University jo 14.4 
Technical Institute Ded Tsay 
Community College 6 4.1 
TOTAL 146 100.0 


Table 4.24 indicates that most inmates on a Day 
Parole for educational purposes were attending one of the 


high schools in Edmonton. Others took part in academic 
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upgrading at a Vocational Center. Some Day Parolees attended 
the University of Alberta, some a Technical Institute 
offering trades training, and a few a Community College. 

In summary, 78 per cent of the Day Parole population 
used the opportunity to work at a job. Of the Day Parolees 
who took part in known community-based activities (N = 1190, 
with those Not Released, Did Not Work, and Not Known 
excluded), employment accounted for 85 per cent of the 
activity and education accounted for most of the remainder. 

Use of Day Parole Over Time 

In addition to examining how Day Parole was used 
alone, it is possible to examine this factor in terms of 
other conditions. Table 4.25 presents the use of Day Parole 
in the Program over time. 

Table 4.25 shows considerable variation in the use of 
Day Parole over time. Employment has consistently ranked first 
in terms of use but the range has been from 58 per cent to 
88 per cent. The use of Day Parole for the purpose. of 
education has steadily declined over time. This indicates 
that Day Parole officials and inmates had a keen interest in 
using Day Parole for educational purposes as the program 
commenced. This interest, however, seems to have subsided 
in favor of employment in more recent years. 1970 was the 
year featuring the most diversified use of}Day Parole. Since 
then, the Program has increasingly used Day Parole for 


employment purposes. 
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The association between use of Day Parole and year 
of participation, whereby Day Parole for educational purposes 
declined and Day Parole for employment purposes increased; 
is moderately weak. Conditions of age, race and sentence 
length do not change. this fact. Day Parole length did 
influence the original relationship in that longer periods 
of Day Parole were increasingly used for employment purposes. 

Use of Day Parole and Age 

Table 4.26 presents the relationship between the 


use of Day Parole and the age of the Day Parolees. 
TABLE 4.26 


THE USE OF DAY PAROLE AND THE 
AGE GROUPS OF THE DAY PAROLEES 


Activity AGE GROUP 
16-= 24 25 3=. 40 40 and Over 

Work Only 604 276 92 972 
hg ERC) (80.0%) (80.7%) 

Education Only LZ 13 1 146 
( £5369) Gah ca CO eS 

Not Released/ 55 34 14 103 

Did Not Work (6 .6% ) COu9o%)) Gis 38s.) 

All-Others 44 ) ZL 7 To 
(5 au) (6.4% ) (6 61%) 

TOTAL 835 545 Pla E294 


(100.0% ) eh AOI Wlsal lef) (100.0%) 


Table 4.26 shows that younger Day Parolees dominated 


each particular activity, especially education. One noteable 


exception, however, concerns those who were not released or 
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did not work. In this category, the older Day Parolees 
(age 25 and over) made up 46.6 per cent, although in the 
general Day Parole population, the same age group includes 
only 55.5 per cent of the population. The older Day Parolees 
were nearly as likely as younger men not to be released due 
to misbehavior or not to find suitable employment. 

The relationship between the use of Day Parole 
and age, whereby those who worked tended to be older and 
students tended to be younger, is moderately weak. Conditions 
of sentence length and the length of Day Parole do not 
change this fact. The older worker-younger student feature 
was more pronounced in the earlier years of the program. 
This feature was not as pronounced for Native Day Parolees. 

ihe Use 108 (Day (Parole sand» Race 

The relationship between race and the use of Day 
Parole is presented in Table 4.27. 

Table 4.27 indicates that Native Day Parolees 
were more likely to work than White Day Parolees. White Day 
Parolees were more likely to attend school than Native Day 
Parolees. White Day Parolees were more likely not to be 
released or find suitable employment than Native Day Parolees. 
Native Day Parolees were more likely to be involved in other 
activities. An examination of the ungrouped data shows 
Native Day Parolees made up sixty-one per cent of those who 
attended the Alcohol Therapy sessions. 

The relationship between the use of Day Parole 


and race, whereby Native Day Parolees are more likely to work 
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and students are more likely to be White Day Parolees, is 
weak. This fact is not changed by the year of participation. 
The relationship only holds true for younger Day Parolees, 
those serving short sentences and those on Day Parole for 


a short period of time. 
TAREE A027 


THE USE OF DAY PAROLE AND THE KNOWN 
RACIAL ORIGIN OF THE DAY PAROLEES 


Activity RACE 
Whi te Native 

Work Only 598 228 826 
(76 .8%) (80.9%) 

Education Only 85 16 101 
(10.9%) (527%) 

Not Released/ 64 ane 81 

Did Not Work 8a 2%.) (6.1%) 

All Others ed aoe 53 
(4.1%) C7 24%) 

TOTAL ee 282 106 1* 
(100.0% ) (PUG 5.) 


*There were 233 cases where the racial origin was not known. 
Pia, = 208 

Use_of Day Parole and Length of Day Parole 

Table 4.28 presents the relationship between the 
length of Day Parole and the use to which it was put. 

| Table 4.28 shows that within each category of the 

length of Day Parole, work was the dominant activity except 
for the longest Day Parole period. This indicates that with 


up to four months on Day Parole, the men usually worked. For 
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those on Day Parole four months or more, less than half went 
to work. The bulk of the others, attended, schood or took, part 
in other activities, such as a combination of work and 
education. Using Day Parole for educational endeavors was 
most pronounced for those on Day Parole for two months or 
more. As noted previously, longer periods of Day Parole are 
associated with longer sentences. It seems, therefore, that 
inmates with fairly long sentences to serve and longer 
periods of Day Parole available to them have made considerable 
effort to use their Day Parole for educational purposes. It 
could be that Day Parole allowed the inmate to continue the 
schooling he had been receiving before going to prison. 

Also, inmates serving longer sentences had more opportunity 
to become involved in school at The Fort. The next step 
could be to go on Day Parole and continue in the community 
what had been started in strict custody. As welil,.i.t,..could 
be that the inmate had planned to go on Day Parole and attend 
school in the hopes of increasing his chances of being placed 
on full parole. As will be seen later, the combination of 

Day Parole preceding Full Parole was involved in at least 26 
per cent of the Day Parole population. This plan would be 
particularly appealing to those serving longer sentences 
where it was worthwhile (in the sense of getting out of gaol 
as soon as possible) to apply for Day Parole and Full Parole. 
The earlier observations that younger Day Parolees were 
generally on Day Parole somewhat longer than older Day Parolees 


(Table 4.20) and that younger Day Parolees made up most of 
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those who used Day Parole for educational purposes (Table 
4.26) help to explain further the importance of educational 


activities during the longer periods of Day Parole. 


TABLE 4.28 


THE USE OF DAY PAROLE AND THE 
LENGTH OF DAY PAROLE 


Activity LENGTH OF DAY PAROLE 
Up to hive ito 2° 2 Up to 4.~ 4 Months 
1 Month Months Months and Over 
Not Released/ 62 30 2 2 103 
Did Not Work Cassa. ACG: 2e.) (2: 59.%:) C25) 
Work Only a 2 403 228 29 D172 
C2 oo a) ee CO2 6 Bis) C735 155) (46 .0% ) 
Education Only 34 38 pis, 19 146 
( Te 9%) (75, 8%) G17 sei) Ga 52%5:) 
All Others 24 16 20 13 V3 
(50.6%) Ao) (6 .4% ) (20.6%) 
TOTAL 432 487 D2 63 1294 
(VOCE CCEOOR TS ) (100.0% ) (100.0% ) 
PAS &'.-2'5 


Table 4.28 also shows the bulk of those who were 
not released or who could not locate suitable employment had 
less than one month to be on Day Parole. Nearly all inmates 
on Day Parole for one month or more were released to suitable 
activities in the community. 

This again indicates the importance of the time 
factor in the Day Parole experience. With not much time to 
go before release, the likelihood of getting out and Finding 


work is diminished. It could be that the inmates did not 
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consider a short period of work to be really worthwhile, 
especially if they were just going to quit the job once their 
sentence was over. It also could be that the tension, 
excitement and jitteriness associated with the phenonenom of 
"getting short" (sentence nearing its end) has the effect on 
Day Parolees of increasing the incidents of misbehavior 
and/or reducing the attractiveness of getting out of prison 
and working for awhile. This part of the Study was unable to 
explore these possibilities more systematically. 

The association between the use of Day Parole and 
the length of Day Parole, where education was most prominent 
during longer periods of Day Parole, is moderately weak. 
Similarly, those who worked on Day Parole tended to be on 
shorter periods of Day Parole. This association was 
strengthened for Native Day Parolees and for those on Day 
Parole in the earlier years of the Program. The association 
was less potent for older Day Parolees. Sentence length did 
not influence the relationship. 

Use_of Day Parole and Sentence Length 

The relationship between the use of Day Parole 
and sentence length is presented in Table 4.29. 

Table 4.29 shows that those who worked on Day 
Parole tended to be serving shorter sentences and those who 
went to school tended to be serving longer sentences. This 
association between the use of Day Parole and sentence 
length is insignificant. Conditions of the year of partici- 


pation and age did not change this fact. The relationship 
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was only true for Native Day Parolees and it was stronger 


for those on shorter periods of Day Parole. 


TABLE 4.29 


THE USE OF DAY PAROLE AND THE 
LENGTH OF SENTENCE OF THE DAY PAROLEES 


Activity SENTENCE LENGIN. . 
Up to 1 Year 1 Year and Over 
Work aro 397 
(855.775) (82 .5%) 
Education 100 84 
(14.8%) Ghi%:15.5) 
TOTAL 675 481 
(100.0%) (100.0%) 
Phi - .04 


Termination of Day Parole 


Once Day Parole was granted, it remained in effect 
until the Certificate expired or until an event occurred that 
caused the ‘period of Day Parole to be officially suspended 
or terminated. Termination could occur as a result of a Day 
Parolee's conduct in the Center as well as in the community, 
either on Day Parole or on passes such as for the weekend. 
The Day Parole Register stated the final disposition of the 
period of Day Parole. Table 4.30 presents these dispositions. 

Table 4.30 indicates that a total of 1151 inmates 
successfully completed their Day Parole without violation. 
This represents 88.9 per cent of the total. There were 143 


official violations, representing 11.1 per cent of the total 
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population. Most inmates (61.7 per cent) completed their 
period of Day Parole satisfactorily and were discharged from 
the Center. Four inmates were discharged because they paid 
the balance outstanding on a fine and were no longer required 
to serve a term of imprisonment in default of payment of a 
fine. A total of 339 inmates were discharged from the Center 
on full parole. MThis indicates a sizeable proportion of the 
Day Parole Program (26.2 per cent of the men on Day Parole) 
was used as a fore-runner to release on full parole. It 
indicates considerable use of Day Parole as a testing ground 
or a trial period of partial community-based activity before 


complete return to the community?. 
TABLE“4530 


THE TERMINATION OF THE DAY PAROLE 
POPULATION, 1969 - 1974 


Type of Termination fF 70 

Sentence satisfied 798 6457. 
Fine Paid 4 0.3 
Full Parole 559 262 
Transfer: Day Parole to Continue Z 0.2 
Appeal Court Release ee 0.2 
Charges Pending Zz 0.2 
Inmate Request Removal 3 y4 
Transfer for Psychiatric Treatment 1 0.1 
Violation 143 1 bel 
TOTAL 1294 100.2 
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A small number of the inmates deemed to have success- 
Fully doupleted Day Parole were transferred to other 
correctional facilities to continue their Day Parole, were 
released by order of the Alberta Court of Appeal, and 
transferred to a medical facility for psychiatric treatment. 
Three inmates requested to be removed from the programl9, 
Two inmates were removed from the program because they had 
outstanding charges before the Courts and as a result they 
were considered by the Center's authorities to be security 
risks. 

As noted previously, official sanctions for 
violations were taken against 143 inmates, representing 11.1 
per cent of the Day Parole population. In most cases, when 
an inmate was found guilty by the Center's disciplinary 
committee for an infraction of the terms and conditions of 
Day Parole, he was returned to The Fort. Only rarely did an 
inmate remain at the Center after a serious violation had 
occurred. MThe offender was frequently penalized further 
through the loss of several days of his earned remission 
("good time"). 

Violations 

The nature of these violations is outlined in 
Table 4.31. To gather this information the author reviewed 
each offender's file, noting the reason for the violation. 

Table fess indicates that drinking alcohol was the 
main reason for violations of Day Parole. Aetatal of) 22 ,.Day 


Parolees failed to return to the Center when required and 
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were subsequently charged under the Criminal Code of Canada 
with being Unlawfully at Large. Officials at the Center 
usually allowed an inmate several hours grace to get back to 


the Center before calling the Police and laying charges. 


TABLE “aoa 


THE NATURE OF THE VIOLATIONS OF THE 
DAY PAROLE POPULATION, 1969 - 1974 


Nature of Violation f 70 

Drinking Alcohol 52a 20nA 
Unlawfully at Large Zz 15.4 
Failing to go to Work i 10.5 
Return Late 14 oP ne: 
Failing to Attend Classes 10 10 
Temporarily Leave Job Without Permission ) 6.52 
Commit Other Offences 9 (2) BB 
Possession of Drugs at Center 7 4.9 
Escape Lawful Custody > Died, 
Possession of Contraband at Center 4 2.8 
Quit Job Without Permission 4 Oi sta 
Poor Conduct and Attitude at Center 3 Lad: 
Failing to Declare Day Parole Earnings z 1.4 
Driving Without Permission 1 is 
Making Illegal Visits I: Shes Th 
Leaving Center Wichout Permission 1 Oe 7/ 
Refusing to Pay Room and Board i Or 7, 
Returning under Influence of Drugs 5 Zak 


TOTAL 143 LOOT 
A number of Day Parolees left the Center to go to 


work but failed to show up. Periodic checks by the Center's 
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personnel with the inmate's employer would have revealed 

this violation. Also, some employers, particularly those 
providing MIOLVC Jobs", would call the Center when a Day 

Parolee failed to appear as expected. 

Several inmates returned to the Center much later 
than required and as a result faced internal disciplinary 
measures. Although late, these men were not so late that 
the Center's authorities felt it necessary to call the Police 
and lay Criminal charges. 

A number of inmates skipped classes or quit their 
jobs without the consent of Program officials. As a result, 
they faced the disciplinary committee for violating this term 
of their Day Parole Contract. 

Nine Day Parolees were known to have committed 
other offences while on Day Parole. This represents 6.3 per 
cent of those considered as violations and they represent 
fing per bard of the Day Parole population. 

As Table 4.31 shows, there were other incidents of 
a less frequent nature that led to the termination of the 
period of Day Parole. The most serious of these is Escape 
Lawful Custody whereby five men escaped from the Center, 
usually at night. Police would have been notified and charges 
laid pursuant to the Criminal Code of Canada. 

One aspect of the success/failure issue that has 
not received much attention from previous researchers concerns 
a detailed look at the violations of Day Parole. As noted 


earlier, there were one hundred and forty-three violations in 
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this Study, representing 11.1 per cent of the Day Parole 
population. In order to examine the violations more closely, 
particular attention was paid to these 143 cases. 

Each of the files was examined by the author, 
noting the nature of the violation, the length of Day Parole 
and the date of occurrance of the violation. In order to 
determine when these violations occurred relative to the total 
Day Parole period, the length of Day Parole was divided into 
quarters. The violation date was placed in the appropriate 
quarter. The results of this procedure is presented in 


Table 4.32. 
TABLE. i .32 


THE OCCURRANCE OF VIOLATIONS DURING 
THE DAY PAROLE PERIOD, EXPRESSED IN QUARTERS 


Quarter of Violation £ % F 
First 66 46.2 66.2 
Second 41 Zoe Lane o 
Third 22 15.54 90 13 
Fourth 14 epets| 100.1 
TOTAL 143 100.1 


Table 4.32 indicates that nearly one-half of the 
violations occurred in the first quarter of the period of Day 
Parole. In fact, three-quarters of the violations take place 
within the first half of the Day Parole experience. These 
findings indicate that men on Day Parole are most vulnerable 


to "goofing up" when they first go on Day Parole. As Table 
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shows, the longer a man stays on Day Parole, the less 
likely he is to violate its conditions. The first quarter 
is by far the most important part of the Day Parole experience 
in terms of violations!!, 

Success Rate 

A success rate based not on all possible cases 
but only on those who were actually released into the 
Community would be more accurate. Using the number of 
violations (N=143) and the number of Day Parolees excluding 
those who were not released (N=33, see Table 4,23), a success 
rate of 88.7 per cent is calculated. If those Day Parolees 
who did not work (N=70, see Table 4.23) are excluded due to 
their extremely limited contact with the free community, a 
success rate of 88 per cent is calculated. 

The previously noted success rates can be 
considered somewhat high. In all likelihood, there were more 
than 143 violations during the six year history of the 
Program examined in this Study. It can be fairly assumed that 
some Day Parolees behaved in such a way as to fall within 
some of the categories listed as violations in Table 4.31 
yet their conduct would not have been detected. The violations 
of Day Parole examined in this Study may be like the official 
sanctions imposed by the larger society - the tip of the 
iceberg in terms of all deviant behavior. 

In addition to the overall success/failure rate 
of the Program, it was also possible to examine the matter 


of termination within specific conditions. 


it i. r 5 Lat 
i ; ho baw 


eral odd pstorsd Yad no svete nam av agnot tt 
eedraup serk? edt ond tbnod "edd elon of @. 
oneiteqxe sors? ved: ‘edd (Yo 34eq° anes t0qmt /ddon eatin * 
bien oom! Ant ACgrian Sntetvine — ‘ 

ie ae | -pHeh gespsue | adigt 

esess sidieeoq fle no Jon boesd- adet sasoous woah a 

std oink beessket yileddes st9v- ofy ‘obo ‘ao: 

46 Tedmun ead pital” ,atatusse -otTom ed bi 
anipuisxes gesfores yaa Yo tedmun ed bre’ '(&bLaM) « 
eesnotie 6 (ES. 8 aldel 998" (then) beesslet Jon Fon etew ¢ 
sselores .yad saord 1 _padatusiao ek tneo 299 £006. 
od eud babuloxe ete (88.8 eideT ase oveh) daow 39 ! 
8 a\tinumnio 9 estt end ddiwd Jowtnos bed imkt Uasoniaa 
ey cctiee et theo con 88 to. eter 

jae bod on cinuouvaa mi ity a 
etom stew measumael dis ot ety Sen agbt 


ey 


ro: ae 


ond Yo xxasebt, THOY yke edd enigub ‘enoide abv BL add 
fans benugee qiade? ad nea 41 bude ‘pind at benimexs ential 1 
Salt “ 


iat 


aiitiv Lh nhage a8 yev 6 dove ab bevared eselois9 was) eB 


Leyes eldel ae enalteLoiy as beseil ioe -iisnch sng 10 mae 


icy 


anotdeLoiy om .bedoeteh need ved jon blvew, che ablembet rio 36 
4 49 @ i 
Tpdoktio. eed etl od ya@ ybus2 eidd ni benimexe efo78 “yaa to 


ead Yo nil ony - yJaiooe sepiei aris ve Besogm ai ie. 1 


a aipie® 


»rokveded josiveb [ls Yo, enxed ni bees | 


ates smiint\eeeaaue Stazevo onit of nokd ibe a1 ‘ee ane ot 


tetseam sia a sidieecd osle eew at peaneons ae 
; i . wR LT) 2 


id ibnoo aitivege niddie noi tantased 19, 


p \é@ wa eel 


Violations Over Time 
Table 4235 illustrates the annual rate of 


violations for the Day Parole Population. 


TABLE 4.33 


THE FREQUENCY OF DAY PAROLES GRANTED AND 
VIOLATED OVER TIME 


A A RS A 


Year Day Paroles Granted Violations Violation Rate 
1969 81 4 4.9% 

1970 259 37 14.3% 
1971. 229 28 12.2% 

1972 236 21 8.9% 

1973 213 16 7.5% 

1974 276 37 | 13.4% 
TOTAL 1294 143 11.1% 

Phi = .01 


Table 4.33 indicates a fluctuating violation rate 
ranging from 4.9 per cent to 14.3 per cent. The relationship 
between termination and the year of participation, whereby 
violations of Day Parole decreased over time, is insignificant. 
Factors such as age, race, sentence length, Day Parole length 
and the use of Day Parole did not change this fact. 

There could be other factors related to the annual 
violation such as selection practices, surveillance practices 
by the Center's staff, different standards of conduct on the 
part of the Day Parolees themselves, and changes in key 
personnel at the Center. It is beyond the scope of this Study 


to further explore this variation. 
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Termination and Age 


The relationship between success/failure and age 


is presented in Table 4.34. 


TABLE 4.34 


THE TERMINATION OF DAY PAROLE AND THE 
AGE GROUPS OF THE DAY PAROLEES 


SR 


Termination AGE GROUPS ; 
16 - 24 As eae a ie) 40 and Over 

Success 147 305 99 ALONE 
(89.5%) (88.4% ) (86.8% ) 

Violation 88 40 1 143 
Gro. SY) (11.6% ) CE 263) 

TOTAL 835 345 114 1294 
(100°.,0%:) €100..0%) (100.0% ) 

PRE 2°02 


Table 4.34 shows an increasing proportion of 
violations as the age categories represent older men. This 
indicates that older men on Day Parole are somewhat more 
likely to "goof up" Day Parole than younger Day Parolees. 
Similarly, the younger the Day Parolee, the more likelihood 
of him successfully completing a period of Day Parole. The 
relationship between termination and age, whereby older men 
were more likely to violate than younger men, is insignificant. 
This association remains unchanged under conditions of race, 
length of Day Parole and year of release on Day Parole. The 
association is strengthened for those serving shorter 
sentences and for those who used Day Parole for educational 


purposes. 
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Even though the association between termination and 
age is so weak as to be statistically insignificant, it is 
still rather surprising. One would expect the younger Day 
Parolees to be more inclined to get into trouble. Young 
people in general often have a reputation for misbehavior 
and anti-social conduct that leads them into more frequent 
contact with society's agents of control than society's 
older members. Yet, in this population, the findings indicate 
the opposite situation to exist. In this Day Parole 
population, it is the older members who are slightly more 
likely to get into trouble... In RAC TAL OF it is the younger 
Day Parolees who are less likely to get into trouble once 
they are involved in a community-based activity. Similarly, 
as noted in Table 4.26, the older men were nearly as likely as 
the younger ones not to be released or find suitable 
employment. In terms of taking part ina community-based 
activity and completing Day Parole successfully, older Day 
Parolees are at a disadvantage. 

There appears to be something operating against 
the older Day Parolees. Perhaps there exists a surveillance 
bias whereby the staff at the Center monitor the behavior 
of older Day Parolees more closely than the younger men. 
Perhaps the staff give more "breaks" or "benefit of the 
doubt" to younger Day Parolees. Perhaps Day Parole does not 
mean as much to older Day Parolees as younger ones and 
therefore the older men offer less resistance to the temp- 


tations in the community that would get them into trouble. 
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These areas are beyond the scope of this Study. 
Termination and Race 
This Study examined the relationship between race 


and success/failure. The results are presented in Table 


&,35:. 
TABLE 4.35 
THE TERMINATION OF DAY PAROLE AND THE 
KNOWN RACIAL ORIGIN OF THE DAY PAROLEES 
Termination KNOWN RACIAL ORIGIN 
Native White 
Success 244 674 918 
(86.5% ) (86.5%) 
Violation 38 105 143 
(1345%5) Gro 5) 
TOTAL Zi8Z Wake. 1061 
CTO0<05;:) CLOUDS) 
Phi = 0.0 


Table 4.35 shows identical proportions of violations 
of Day Parole for both Native and White Day Parolees. This 
indicates that race alone has no bearing on the success or 
failure of a period of Day Parole. Factors such as age and 
the year of participation do not generally disrupt this lack 
of association. Sentence length interacts with race in 
relation to a successful completion to slightly favor Native 
Day Parolees serving long sentences over their White counter- 
parts. This same interaction also slightly favors White Day 


Parolees serving shorter sentences over their Native 
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counterparts. Activity interacts with race to noticeably 
influence termination in favor of White Day Parolees attending 
eebool over their Native counterparts. This same interaction 
slightly favors Native Day Parolees who worked over their 
White counterparts. White Day Parolees serving shorter terms 
of Day Parole were slightly more likely to successfully 
complete than Native Day Parolees. This feature all but 
disappeared for men serving longer periods of Day Parole. 

Termination and Sentence Length 

It is possible to examine factors such as length 
of the sentence of the Day Parolee and the success/failure 


issue. These results are presented in Table ese: 
TABLE 4.36 


THE TERMINATION OF DAY PAROLE AND THE 
LENGTH OF SENTENCE OF THE DAY PAROLEES 


Termination LENGTH OF SENTENCE 
Is f=2s5 6 - ll 12 - 17 #18 - 24 24 Months 
Months Months Months Months And Over 
Success 200 508 ZA A lt to} ey. 1151 
(94.8%) (89.6%) (B6n)0%by & (CAve650:) C7:Dee8%) 
Violation el Bee) 44 22 7 14,3 


Cola) (10.4% ) (Pa Ua) JeaG le ot oy) C29. 203.) 
TOTAL Z11 567 315 7 24 1294 
(100% 0%) -C100.0%) C100,..0%') (100:..0%) 2 Gro. 0% ) 


Table is: shows a generally declining proportion 
of successfully completed cases for increasing lengths of 


dentence. The Short term sentences (1 - 5 months) have a 
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success rate of 94.8 per’cent, the Medium Length sentences 
(6 - 17 months) have a success rate of 88.3 per cent and the 
Long Term sentences (18 months and over) have a success rate 
of 85.6 per cent. This indicates that the longer the 
sentence to be served by the inmate, the more chance there is 
he will "goof up" on Day Parole. THES 1S particularly true 
for the twenty-four men who had been imprisoned for more than 
two years. Nearly one-third of them violated their Day 
Parole. This finding seems to indicate that the longer a 
man is likely to be "behind bars", the less chance of him 
successfully completing Day Parole. The relationship, 
however, is weak. 

If the length of sentence is a measure of the 
seriousness of the offence and a measure of the "criminality" 
of an offender (i.e. the longer poner ees represent more 
serious offences committed by the more hardened criminals), 
Table 4,36 indicates that the more serious cases run the 
greatest risk of violating. This is understandable, given 
the presumed serious antisocial conduct and attitudes of 
these offenders. The "more serious" the case, the less chance 
of successfully completing Day Parole. fhis finding points 
out one of the contradictions of Day Parole. It is often 
heralded as an appealing way to re-integrate long term 
offenders into the community. On the other hand, the chances 
of these offenders completing Day Parole is the least of all 
these Day Parolees. Those who may need it the most may not 


be around long enough to benefit from it. 
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The weak association where those serving shorter 
sentences have a higher success rate is not influenced by 
conditions. of activity or year. Under conditions of race, 
age and Day Parole length, interaction occurs with sentence 
length in relation to termination. In these conditions, 
younger Day Parolees, White Day Parolees, and those on longer 
Day Parole are more likely to complete Day Parole without 
incident. 

Termination and Length of Day Parole 

The relationship between success/failure and the 
length of Day Parole is examined, with the results presented 


in Feble%4i370 
TABLE 4.37 
THE TERMINATION OF DAY PAROLE AND THE 


LENGTH OF DAY PAROLE 


Termination LENGTH OF DAY PAROLE 
Up to Ll Upz co Z. Up: to 4 Months 
1 Month 2 Months 4 Months And Over 


Success re 441 258 42 1151 
(94.9%) (90.6%) C82 sa) (66.7%) 

Violation 22 46 54 21 143 
Coste) (9.4%) C17 3%) Caco) 

TOTAL 432 487 BiliZ 63 1294 


(100.0%) (100.0%.) (100.0%) (100.0%) 


Table 4.37 shows the proportion of successful 
completions of Day Parole to vary inversely with the length of 


the Day Parole period. The longer the period of Day Parole, 
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the more likely a violation will occur. The association 
between the length of Day Parole and termination is moderately 
weak. This finding confirms the wide-spread belief among 
Program personnel that long periods of Day Parole are 
ee diet tha hichwrare-wocuy folakieer sites. be iswed that 
a long Day Parole is a hard way "to do time" - there are too 
many temptations for too long a period of time and trouble 
ee just around the corner. As seen above, for those on 
Day Parole for four months or more, one-third violated. 

The moderately weak association where’ short 
Day Paroles’ are more likely - succeed than long Day Paroles 
is not influenced by conditions of race, age, year or 
activity. Not surprisingly, the sentence length does influence 
the relationship. It strengthens the relationship for those 
serving long sentences and weakens the relationship for those 
serving short sentences. 

Termination and Activity 

It is also possible to look at the success/failure 
issue within. the category of the activities on Day Parole. 
The findings are presented in Table 4.38. 

Table 4.38 shows the categories Work Only and 
Education Only to have the highest success rates followed by 
All Others and lastly Not Released/Did Not Work. This 
indicates that the men who worked or attended an educational 
facility had a better success rate than those who combined 
these duties or took part in other activities. Not 


surprisingly, those who were not released or who did not work 
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showed the highest violation rate. It is these men who 
misbehaved in the Center or were unable to find suitable 
employment. It appears this group lived up to their advanced 
billings as being the least acceptable for release into the 
community even though Day Parole had been granted. They 
achieved the highest violation rate. These violations would 


have occurred mainly in the Center since these men would most 


likely have been denied participation in most other community- 


based activities, such as weekend or evening passes. 


TABLE 4.38 


THE TERMINATION OF DAY PAROLE AND THE. 
USE OF DAY PAROLE 


Termination ACTIVITY ON DAY PAROLE 
Work Education Not Released All 
Only Only Did Not Work Others 
Success 881 0 78 62 TI Rose 
(90 .6%) (89.0%) CT Died co} (84 .9% ) 
Violation 91 16 25 ll 143 
(954%) C16 08) (24.3% ) CLS, Ls) 
TOTAL IW 146 103 Ie 1294 
(1002. OF DF ORCL OO"20% ) (100.0% ) (100.0%) 


The relationship between termination and activity 
is insignificant. It remains basically unchanged under 
conditions of sentence length, year of participation, and 
length of Day Parole. The relationship is strengthened for 


older Day Parolees and for Native Day Parolees as well. 
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Earnings 
As we saw in Table 4.25, 78 per cent of the Day 


Parole population worked at some time on Day Parole. By 


referring to the "Remarks" portion of the Day Parole Register, 


it was possible in-all but 40 cases to note the amount of 
money each man earned and brought back to the Center. When 
this figure was not recorded on the Register, reference was 
made to the Earnings Form contained on each file. This sum 
does not represent the entire amount earned by a man while 
on Day Parole. It only represents the earnings processed 
through the Center's books. Many men could have worked 
several days since their last paycheque and could have then 
been released from the Center in between pay periods. The 
pay they were entitled to receive between their last cheque 
and their date of release would not be recorded on the 
Center's files. Nevertheless, the recorded amounts do 
represent the best estimate of the earnings of the men on 
Day Parole. These earnings are summarized in Table Se. 
Table 4.39 indicates that just over one-half of the 
men on Day Parole earned less than $300.00. The ungrouped 
data for the known earnings has a range of $6.00 to 
$5,000,004 » Pbantteaae Coskarnods  oFas TOL On Gar dgalwecren 
of $274.00. The median would seem to be the best measure 


of central tendency, given the influence of the extreme 


range. 
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TABLE 4.39 


THE APPROXIMATE KNOWN EARNINGS OF THE 
DAY PAROLE POPULATION, 1969 - 1974 


SS SS SS SSS SS SS SU Es 


Earnings f rd F 
jes 99 162 Teer tec? 
$100 - 199 215 223 38.8 
$200 - 299 140 12.4 535.2 
$300 - 399 103 10.6 63.9 
$400 - 499 87 9.0 eae 
$500 - 999 184 18.9 Ores 
$1000 - 1999 70 UZ 99.0 
$2000 and Over 10 1.0 100.0 


TOTAL* oi 4 100.0 
*The 323 cases missing from the Day Parole Population include 


those where employment was not involved or where the amount 
of earnings was not known (N=40). 


Earnings and Age 

It is possible to examine the earnings of the Day 
Parolees under selected conditions. Table 4.40 presents the 
earnings by age groupings. 

Table 4.40 shows the younger Day Parolees to have 
a higher proportion than the older Day Parolees in the higher 
income bracket. It also shows the older Day Parolees to have 
a higher proportion than the younger Day Parolees in the 
smaller income bracket. This indicates that the younger Day 
Parolees tend to earn slightly more money than the older Day 
Parolees” although the relationship between age and earnings 
is insignificant. As noted in Table 4.20, the younger Day 


Parolees were on Day Parole slightly longer than the older Day 
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Parolees and therefore had more opportunity to earn more money. 
This could explain why the younger Day Parolees earned more 
money , although it could be too that the older Day Parolees 


actually obtained lower paying jobs. 
TABLE 4.40 


THE EARNINGS AND AGE GROUPS OF THE DAY PAROLEES 


a I SS SS SS SE SS SEE ED 


Known Earnings AGE GROUP : 
Lf ec 16 - 24 25 - 40 40 and Over 

1 - 500 437 200 70 707 
C7ises) (Ta 1 8) (80.5%) 

500 and Over Laz 75 7. 264 
(2, Gaz fad CPi 300) @L995%)) 

TOTAL 609 page 87 Del 
(100.0% ) (100.0%) (100.0% ) 

Pines: Us 


The relationship between earnings and age, whereby 
younger Day Parolees tended to earn slightly more money than 
older Day Parolees, is insignificant, and it is not noticeably 
influenced by factors such as the length of Day Parole, the 
race of the Day Parolees or when they were on Day Parole. It 
very well could be, then, that the older Day Parolees are more 
likely to obtain lower paying jobs than younger Day Parolees. 
It could also be that older Day Parolees spent less time 
working because of lay-offs, illness or dismissal. These 


possible explanations could not be further explored in this 


Study. 
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Earnings Over Time 
Table 4.41 presents the earnings of the Day 


Parolees over time. 

Table 4.41 shows a fairly stable pattern of 
earnings from 1969 te1972 with about 80% of the Day Parolees 
earning less than $500.00. In 1973 and 1974 however, a 
noticeable change occurred in that a much larger proportion 
of the Day Parolees were earning $500.00 or more than in 
previous years. The association is moderately weak. As 
noted previously, there was some indication that the length of 
Day Parole had increased over time. This could explain in 
part the changes found in Table 4.4]. 

The increase in earnings since 1973 was not 
influenced very much by factors such as the length of Day 
Parole or the age of the Day Parolees. The relationship 
between earnings and year was noticeably strengthened for 
Native Day Parolees. This indicates that since 1973, Native 
Day Parolees fared better in terms of earnings than Native 
Day Parolees before 1973. These findings indicate that the 
men in general but particularly Native Day Parolees saw 
increased earnings since 1973. It is possible, too, that the 
Day Parolees had been obtaining better paying jobs since 
1973. As will be seen later in this Chapter, the diversity 
of jobs has increased since 1973, allowing the men on Day 
Parole a chance to obtain potentially better paying jobs. In 
addition, changes in the labor laws concerning increased 
minimum wages would contribute to the increase in the earnings 


of the Day Parolees. 
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Earnings and Race 


Table 4.42 presents the earnings of the men on Day 


Parole by racial origins. 
TABLE .44.42 


THE EARNINGS AND THE KNOWN RACIAL ORIGIN 
OF THE DAY PAROLEES 


Earnings in $ RACE 
White Native 

1 - 500 407 184 591 
(68.5%) (80.0% ) 

500 and Over 187 46 2D 
65145%)) C205 0% 

TOTAL 594 230 824 
CLOO> 6%) (100.0%) 

Phi = .ll 


Table 4.42 shows a higher proportion of Native Day 
Parolees in the lower earning category and a higher proportion 
of White Day Parolees in the higher earning category. This 
indicates that White Day Parolees generally earned more money 
than their fellow Day Parolees of Native ancestry. The 
relationship between race and earnings is weak. Part of this 
could be explained by the fact that Native Day Parolees had 
shorter periods of Day Parole. 

When controlling for the length of Day Parole, the 
strength of the relationship between earnings and race remains 
the same under conditions of short Day Parole. Under 


conditions of longer Day Parole, however, the strength is 
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reduced. Native Day Parolees, then, do earn somewhat less 
money than White Day Parolees when on Day Parole for up to 
two months. For lengths of Day Parole of two months or more, 
however, White and Native Day Parolees earn very close*to 

the same amount. .The original disparity in terms of earnings 
and race, which was in favor of White Day Parolees, was 
particularly true during the years 1969-72. Since 1973, 
however, this disparity has all but disappeared. Since 1973, 
Native Day Parolees have been earning virtually the same 
amount of money as White Day Parolees. 

There are a number of possible explanations for 
the less favorable position of Native Day Parolees prior to 
1775.,- and those on Day’ Parole for less than two months. It 
could be that the jobs obtained by Native Day Parolees paid 
less than the jobs obtained by White Day Parolees. It also 
could be that Native Day Parolees put in fewer days work 
‘during the period of Day Parole due to illness or lay-offs. 
These possibilities could not be further explored in this 
Study. 

Earnings and Day Parole Length 

Table 4.43 describes the earnings of the men on 
Day Parole in terms of the length of the Day Parole period. 

Table 4.43 shows that the proportion of higher 
earnings varies directly with the length of Day Parole. The 
longer a man is on Day Parole, the more money he likely will 
earn. This is not surprising since. he would have more 


opportunity to do so. The strength of the relationship 
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between earnings and length of Day Parole is moderate. The 

Telationship between earnings and the length of Day Parole, 

where the amount of earnings varies directly with the length 
of Day pas ode is not influenced to any large extent by 


factors such as race, year or age. 
TABLE 4.43 


THE DAY PAROLEES' EARNINGS AND THE 
LENGTH OF DAY PAROLE 


A ER ES A ERIE A PS I A RS RC SERS SR EO EE SS EER EET 


Earnings Up To 2 Months 2 Months and Over 
Up to $500 5.93 114 OT 
: (85.6%) (41.0%) 

500 and Over 100 164 264 
(1a, GS) (5:9 059) 

TOTAL 693 278 oF 
(2004 0%) (100.0% ) 

Phi = .45 


Room and Board 

In March, 1973, amendments were made to the Correctional 
Institutions Regulations! requiring each inmate on Day Parole 
or temporary absence for the purpose of employment to pay 
for their meals and lodging at a rate of $20.00 per five day 
work week or $4.00 per diem for each work day less than five 
days. The Bursar's office makes the deductions each week 
From the inmate's account. Day Parolees or those on temporary 


absence for the purpose of education do not pay room and 


board. At the end of the month, the Center's Director forwards 


the month's room and board deductions to a peovtncral Revenue 


Trust Fund. 
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Since March 1973, when room and board deductions became 
law, Day Parolees at the Center have paid a total of 
$43,048.00 from April, 1973 to December, 1974. This sum 
represents an average monthly room and board payment of 
$2,050.00. 

From this figure a number of calculations can be made 
that serve to add to our knowledge of the Program. The mean 
monthly room and board payment divided by the per diem rate 
for room and board equals the approximate number of man days 
worked during this period. This formula computes as follows: 


$2050 


= = 912.5 = 513 man days worked per month, on the 


average. 
Assuming there are 22 working days per month, we find there 
are, on the average, 


513 _ 
ioc 


ye ae a1 YC 
out working on Day Parole any given day. 

This average daily picture of Day Parole at the Center 
is, however, subject to a myriad of fluctuations in record 
keeping, selection procedures, the employment market, the 
inmate's health, and his desire to work. A look at the 
Center's own Day Parole Statistical Reports provides an 
overview. 

As Table 4.44 indicates, the average Day Parole 
Population at the start of the fiscal year is 37.5 men. The 
Day Parole Population ranged from 54 per cent to 61 per cent 
of the total inmate admissions. It would seem, therefore, 


that up to 61 per cent of the inmates transferred to the 
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Center eventually were placed on Day Parole, even though only 
about one-quarter of the men at the Center would be out 


working on an average day. 
TABLE 4.44 


THE DAY PAROLE POPULATION, DAY PAROLES 
GRANTED AND INMATES ADMITTED OVER TIME 


Item FISCAL YEAR 
1971-72 1972-73 1973-74 1974-75 


Day Parole Population 


April l 40 28 36 46 
Day Paroles Granted 

During Year 218 RE) 240 264 
Inmates Admitted During 

Year 405 365 433 438 
Day Parole as Per Cent . 

of Admissions D3 . 8% 61.1% 55 4% 60.3% 


source: Day Parole Statistical Report, Fiscal Years Ending 
1972,, 1973, 1974, 1975. 

Types of Jobs 

In the six years of operation examined in this Study, 
there was a wide range in the types of jobs held by the men 
on Day Parole. The Center kept a list of the types of work 
performed or the name of the employer for whom the inmate 
worked for the fiscal years 1971 - 1972 and 1972 - 197314, 
This practice was discontinued in subsequent years. 

In an effort to provide additional data regarding the 
types of jobs held by Day Parolees, the author examined the 


Day Parole Nominal Roll at the Center. This document records 
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the name, employer, dates of work and the time left from and 


returned to the Center. A filing card system was developed 


whereby the name of each employer listed on the Nominal Roll 


was recorded on a separate card. On this card was recorded 
the name(s) of Day Parolee(s) who worked for each firm at 
sometime during the fiscal eae 1974-75. A number of Day 
Parolees worked for more than one employer during the time 
they were on Day Parole so the actual number of inmate-jobs 
exceeds the number of men who used their Day Parole 


Certificate for the purpose of employment. 


The name of the employer was located in the Yellow Pages 


of the Edmonton Telephone Book (1975) and classified 


accordingly. A total of 18 firms could not be located in the 


Telephone Book, however, 16 of these businesses could be 
classified quite accurately by relying on their name 
(example: ------ Valley Construction was categorized as 
Pontteticeron:. 

Table 4.45 presents the type of jobs held by the Day 
Parolees during three fiscal years. The scheme of 
classification is at best a rough one. The Center's own 
classification was a combination of duties performed plus 
employer while the author's classification was by type of 
business conducted by the employer. Nevertheless, the 
following table does serve to illustrate the kinds of work 


performed by Day Parolees. 
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TABLE 4.45 


THE TYPES OF JOBS PERFORMED BY THE 
DAY PAROLEES DURING THREE FISCAL YEARS 


Rr es EES SER ES SES SR ES 


Type of Job | 1971-72 4972-73. 1974-75 


Automotive Industry - auto body/ 
mechanic/service station/driver/ 
truck bodies/auto parts/auto glass/ 
batteries/auto wrecking/auto 


dealer-new/trucking/oil field 22 19 20 

hauling. 13 .3% 10.2% 6 .6% 
Food Industry - poultry 

processing/restaurant/cook/ 

brewery/packing plant/hotel/ 25 18 37 

caterer. 13.9% 9.7% 12.1% 


Construction - Contractors-road, 

general, insulation,building, 

brick ,mechanical,pipeline, 

equipment/ditching services/ 

laborer/sod farm/landscaping/ 

movers/tree farm/garbage 

collection/scrap metal/lawn 

sprinklers/cemetry/packing 76 77 99 
material/paper salvage. 46 .1% 41.4% 32.5% 


Manufacturing - industrial 

machinery/steel fabricators/ 

steel products/aluminum products/ 

electrical equipment/foundry/ 

fire alarms/tool maker/machine 

shop/refinery/oilfield equipment/ 12 40 80 
pre-fab buildings/metal windows. 7.3% 21.5% 26 .2% 


Sales and Service - salesmen/ 

building supplies/retail carpet/ 

overhead door/inspection/florist/ 

janitor/office worker/barber/ 

refrigeration equipment/ 

veterinary equipment/retail 

furniture/upholstering/office 14 15 33 
furniture. 8.5% 8.1% 10.8% 


Tradesmen - welding/carpet 
Taying/roofing/painter/concrete/ 

carpentry/plumbing/dry wall/ 17 13 23 
sheet metal. 10.3% 7.0% ion 


Other - post office/engineer/ 
drafting/nevwspaper/hospital/own 
business/research assistant/ 


recreation department/not known 1 4 13 
0.6% 2.2% 4 3% 

Total Inmate Jobs 165 186 305 
100.0% 100.1% 100.0% 
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The most noticeable trend in Table 4.45 is the increasing 
employment of Day Parolees in the manufacturing industry and 
a decline in the reliance on the construction industry. This 
would seem to indicate the types of jobs were becoming some - 
what more diversified and the men were holding down a wider 
variety of jobs. It shows, too, that a wider segment of the 
business community was prepared to hire men on Day Parole. 

The level of required job skills of the Day Parolees 
ranged widely, from almost totally unskilled labor such as 
loading pallets of sod to the skills required of graduate 
research assistants at the University. By far the greatest 
majority of the Day Parolees performed jobs of an unskilled 
or semi-skilled level. 

wJoint Jobs" 

While some Day Parolees were able to locate their 
own jobs, others relied on the staff at the Center to find a 
job for them. By reviewing the data in Table 4.45 and 
elassiffying it either as a "Jointé Job" or not, it is possible 
to determine the extent to which the officials and the Day 
Parolees relied on this method of finding work. 

Table 4.46 indicates that the "Joint Jobs" have 
consistently accounted for 40 - 45 per cent of the jobs held 
by Day Parolees at the Center. This would seem to indicate 
that the Center and the Day Parolees themselves looked favor- 
ably on these jobs. The Center had found a pool of jobs in 
which to plaxe Day Parolees. The inmates found a pool of jobs 
on which they could rely to obtain employment either on 


direct referral by the Center or by taking over a position 
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vacated by a discharged inmate. The high turnover rate of 
these jobs usually meant only a short waiting period before 
starting work. Also, the men were not "hasseled" about their 
record or their residence. They appreciated the anonimity 
accorded to them by the employers, who seemingly were more 
concerned about having the position filled rather than the 
"quality" of the worker. All in all, the "Joint Jobs" played 
an important and valued part in the Center's Day Parole 


Program. 
TABLE 4.46 


THE USE OF "JOINT JOBS" DURING SELECTED YEARS 


Type of Job 1971-72 1972-73 1974-75 


Joint Jobs - sod farm/paper 
salvage/poultry processing/ 
pre-fab buildings/cemetry/ 


tree farm/aluminum products 69 84 138 
janitor (41.8%) (45.2%) (452%) 
All Other Jobs 96 102 175 
TOTAL 165 186 305 
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FOOTNOTES 


Most of these items are self-explanatory. Day Parole 
expenses include a daily sum of $3.00 per man for 

lunch, cigarettes and bus tickets. A canteen was 
available at the Center ‘to purchase candy bars and soft 
drinks. Personal expenses included items such as gifts, 
dental work, union dues and dry cleaning. Some inmates 
took money from their account when they went out on 
evening or weekend passes. 


Included here is the Day Parolee who, when sentenced, 

was attending an Institute of Technology plus working 

part-time as a janitor. On Day Parole,he continued to 
attend the Institute of Technology. 


Calculation: 5.7 */* 6 x 100 = 95 per cent employment 
rate or five per cent unemployable rate. 


Calculation: 3.5 «/* 6 x 100 = 58 per cent employable 
rate or 42 per cent unemployable rate. 


A particularly revealing comment was made to the author 
by one Correction Officer: "If you really want to know 
about Day Parole, you should come with us when we're 

trying to get some of those bastards up in the morning:" 


For convenience, the lone Day Parolee released in 
December, 1968 will be included with those released in 
1969 for the balance of this Study. 


Remission amounts to a reduction in the length of time 
to be served by approximately one-third of the length 
of the sentence imposed. The Prisons and Reformatories 
Act allows one-quarter of the fixed term as statutory 
remission and three days per month as earned remission 
("good time"). 


In these cases, the author referred directly to the 
inmate's file and recorded the date of sentence and 
possible discharge date from the Admission and Discharge 
Form. While none of the individual sentences to be 
served were more than two years-less-one-day, it would 

be quite possible that the actual length of incarceration 
could be longer than two years-less-one-day due .to 
consecutive sentences and sentences altered by appeal. 
Prisoners serving such sentences are usually transferred 
to a Federal Penitentiary but in these cases, they were 
not. It is also possible that the Center's officials 
erred in the calculation of the admission and discharge 
dates. This possibility, however, is held to be minimal 
by the author because of the diligent attention paid in 
each case by at least three officials to the release date 


of the inmates. 
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In all likelihood the proportion of Day Paroles granted 
in conjunction with Full Parole would be higher than 26.2 
per cent. Some inmates on Day Parole were known to 
prefer to spend a little longer time on Day Parole_at 

the Center instead of being released sooner but having 

to be on parole in the community for a longer period of 
time. To some, it seemed more advantageous to "do more 
time" at the Center on Day Parole until their sentence 
expired and then be completely free. upon release. 


A note on one of these inmate's files indicated that he 
felt he was going to get into trouble so he decided to 
stay at the Center rather than subject himself to the 
temptations of the community. 


In reviewing each of the violator's files, the author 
observed that many violations occur within the first 
few days of.being on Day Parole. The first few days 
seem to be very crucial times in terms of making it 
through Day Parole or not. 


This is probably an estimate. Several files were noted 
to contain estimates of earnings. 


Order-in-Council 339/73, 6 March, 1973, Section 37 (2) of 
the Regulations Governing the Operations of Correctional 
Institutions. 


Day Parole Statistical Report, 1971-72, 1972-73. 
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CHAPTER V 


EXPLORING NEGLECTED ASPECTS OF DAY PAROLE 


Introduction 


Purpose 
The purpose of this part of the Study is to explore 


aspects of the Day Parole experience that have largely 
been neglected by previous researchers. Particular atten- 
tion will be paid to four areas: 
as The Day Parolee's view of Day Parole 
Lie. The employer's perspective of the Day Parole 
Program 
Oi The response of the public to the Program 
4, The strain that goes with the half-free status 
of Day Parole 
Method of Data Collection 
epone Fully explore these neglected areas, the 
~ author surveyed Program Officials, employers and men on 
Day Parole. They were asked open-ended questions designed 
to allow them to answer in their own way and using their 
own words. tJhe responses were summarized, paraphrased and 


‘recorded in long hand. 


Presentation of. Data 


The responses of those interviewed are summarized, 
either in the form of tables or narrative accounts of their 
replies. A discussion follows in order to expand and 
clarify the area of concern. This in turn is followed by 


a brief conclusion. 
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The Day Parolee's View of Day Parole 


Literature Review 


In the review of the literature in Chapter Two, 
reference was made to the advantages of Day Parole for the 
community, the correctional system and the inmate. There 
were numerous testimonials from social scientists, lawyers, 
and correctional officials as to the benefits of the Day 
Parole experience. The literature adequately discusses 
benefits, advantages and the appeal of Day Parole from the 
point of view of the community and correctional system 
although the lack of research in this area was also noted. 

One of the central parts of a Day Parole program is 
the participating inmate. The literature is full of praise 
for Day Parole in terms of the inmate but again there is 
very little research to substantiate the claims. The effect 
of the Day Parole experience on the inmate is largely 
unknown and it is only in very recent years that research 
has begun in this area. 

Rather than attempt to measure the impact Day Parole 
may have on the inmate, this Study was concerned with more 
basic questions: Why are men in prisons interested in 
- Day Parole? What do these men see as the benefits and 
advantages of being on Day Parole? How do they, as re- 
cipients of this privilege, view Day Parole? 

The decision to explore this area was made after the 
author reviewed the available literature concerning Day 


Parole. The whole question of what the inmates thought 
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of Day Parole had been touched only periodically by very 
few writers. Those who have dealt with the issue seemed 
to portray the inmate as thankful for and inspired by the 
opportunity to participate in such a program. 

For example: Carpenter (1969:189) quotes from a 
letter received from an American prisoner on work release 
from a Federal institution: 

",.eIt never ceases to amaze me to be 

able to walk up to that steel gate, walk 
outside, put a suit. on.and go and do an 
honest days' work......Completely trusted 
as I was I still felt humble for I never 
forgot where AD slept at night. ...<..ALlL in 
all I'd like to say thanks to all who were 
so kind as to trust me enough to put me 
out on this program and say it means the 
world to me and my family." 

In a similar vein, Denton and Gatz (1973:44), dis- 
cussing Ohio's Work Furlough Program, speak of the 
feelings of Ohio's prisoners: "To them the Work Furlough 
Program seems to be a ready release vehicle. Suddenly 
many of them aspire to higher learning and vocational 
Pra VII Gar." 

Canadian correctional officials seem to have less 
dramatic ideas as to how inmates view programs like Day 
Parole. One official from B.C. in discussing their 
Temporary Absence Program reports: 

"We have, for some time, debated whether 
inmates wanted a work release as a means 
of escaping the restrictions of a 
correctional centre or to earn money for 
their discharge. It is generally felt 
that most men are interested in the 
monetary value and are anxious to pay 


fines, debts, and to build up a savings 
for discharge". 
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Some research into the views of men on Day Parole 
has been done by Davies et al (1972). They surveyed 157 
persons who were closely involved with the Province of 
Manitoba's Day Parole Program. This number of respondents 
included 87 inmates who had been, were then, or would 
likely be on Day Parole or Temporary Absence. They were 
concerned among other things with the degree of know- 
ledge and understanding on the part of staff and inmates 
concerning the objectives of Day Parole, factors affecting 
eligibility and the nature of selection and assessment. 
The researchers found the inmates generally tended to see 
the purpose of Day Parole in terms of finances whereas 
the staff expressed the objectives in terms of its perceived 
rehabilitative potential (p. 45-46). Other perceived 
purposes were education, family and negative statements 
towards the correctional system. In terms of eligibility, 
both staff and inmates stressed the importance of attitude, 
with some staff showing more concern for treatment and risk 
to the community (p. 52). Concerning the selection and 
assessment process, the inmates tended to see other 
applicants going through the same or similar process 
(p. 61). The researchers were also concerned with the 
inmates views as to specific conditions of the Manitoba 
Program, such as the paper work involved in a Day Parole 
application, the nature of staff involvement in the program, 


financial matters of Day Parolees and institutional faci- 


lities and resources. 
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Crispino (1974) surveyed a number of men on TA in 
Ontario as to their perceptions of the positive and nega- 
tive aspects of the TA Program (p. 25-30). Positive 
factors were seen in terms of privileges, facilities, 
keeping in touch with society, holding a job and financial 
benefits. The most frequently mentioned negative factor 
was the apparent lack of support for the Program on the 
part of many staff members. 

The Benefits of Day Parole 

In an effort to add to the limited knowledge as to 
how men on Day Parole view the experience, the author 
personally interviewed thirty Day Parolees during the Spring 
of 1975. Rather than relying on correctional officials to 
identify why inmates were interested in Day Parole, it was 
decided to ask the men who were on Day Parole to explain 
their participation their own way. Part of the interview 
dealt with the respondent's philosophy about Day Parole 
and the perceived benefits and difficulties of Day Parole 
(see Questions 41,43, Appendix V). The questions were open- 
ended, thereby allowing the respondents to answer as they 
wished. The author wrote down the general nature of the 
-response. This approach was considered to be easier for 
the inmates to respond to rather than administering a pre- 
pared questionnaire to them. In addition, it was hoped 
that the more personalized approach via the interview would 
provide a greater degree of flexibility in exploring how 


the men felt about Day Parole. The responses were then 
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categorized according to each reason cited by each re- 
spondent. No effort was made to differentiate between 
Reas@os aun iterms of priority or importance. Each type of 
reason was given equal status. 

In order to ascertain why the respondents were 
interested in Day Parole in the first place, they were 
asked the question: "Why were you interested in Day 


Parole? The responses are reported in Table Sar 1 


TABLE 5.1 


RESPONSES OF DAY PAROLEE'S AS TO 
WHY THEY WERE INTERESTED IN DAY PAROLE 


Reason For Applying 


For Day Parole if 70 
Financial Ary 5601 
Freedom . 14 29.8 
Gradual Release 5) 1.07.6 
Better Facilities 4 8.5 
Family 3 6.4 
Work 2 4.3 
Did not know 2 4.3 
TOTAL ** 47 I9e9 


a ee EN 


**There were a total of forty-seven distinct reasons 
cited by the thirty respondents. 


Table 5 .1shows that Financial reasons, such as making 
money for release and as one respondent put it, to "keep 


from losing everything", were cited most often. This 
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reason ie Followed by the reason classified as Freedom. 
Responses in this category included comments like getting 
out of gaol even for a few hours, making time go faster 
and breaking boring institutional routines. One Day 
Parolee reported he applied for Day Parole in the hopes 
he could get out of prison even before he was eligible for 
Full Parole. Also included is the man who reported he 
"just couldn't do time twenty-four hours a day - I had to 
get out". 

The third largest group of reasons had to do with 
the idea of Gradual Release. The men here referred to the 
hope of getting out and being around people before their 
complete release so they could avoid the anticipated shock 
of an abrupt discharge. One man referred to his plan of 
getting an apartment and having a job upon release. 
Another Day Parolee expressed the notion of graduated 
release ae "getting back into things quicker". 

ire Better Facilities associated with the Center, 
represented the fourth largest category. Here, respondents 
expressed their concerns of getting away from The Fort and 
to the Center where visits were easier to arrange, passes 
on evenings or weekends were more frequent and, of course, 
the main attraction, Day Parole. 

Only three men referred directly to Family matters 
such as supporting dependents and one of these men referred 
to getting his common-law wife established in an apartment. 


Two Day Parolees spoke only of going to work and attending 
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a Life Skills course. Surprisingly, two Day Parolees 
reported that they were not very familiar with Day Parole 
until it was granted. One man said he did not know any- 
thing about Day Parole, other than what he heard from 
other inmates, until his Day Parole certificate arrived. 
The other Day Parolee was not sure why he was interested. 
Apparently someone told him to apply for Day Parole, so 
he did. 

Obviously the main motivating forces reported by this 
group of Day Parolees were Financial reasons and ones 
associated with relief from the prison experience. If 
the categories Freedom and Better Facilities are combined, 
as they represent similar matters, the prime reason for 
applying for Day Parole becomes Freedom (38.3 per cent) 
followed closely by Finances (Geri per cent). That so 
Few men expressed Family concerns as their reason for 
applying for Day Parole serves to emphasize the apparent 
weight that even married men attached to reasons assoc- 
iated with Freedom. 

The ateuaet in Day Parole for this sample of inmates, 
then, appears to be motivated as much by what Davies et 
-al (1972) referred to as Negative Statements About the 
Correctional System as by more positive concerns such as 
Finances, Family or Gradual Release. In a sense this 
finding points the way to the idea of self interest as 
the prime motivating force for Day Parolees. They want 


to better their lot first. Additional arguments in support 
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of this interpretation lie in the fact that Finances, 
particularly money on release, is also an important 
motivator. Many of the men in this Sample wanted money 

in their pockets when they were released. This is in fact 
just what happened to their money for as we say in Chapter 
IV much more of their money was put into their pockets 
upon release than put toward supporting their dependents, 
paying their debts or making restitution to their victims. 

That self interest apparently plays such an important 
part in the Day Parole experience is understandable given 
the fact that imprisonment means, first and foremost, 
deprivation and a sharp curtailment of personal freedoms. 
To try and avoid such a situation would seem to be a natural 
human reaction. Day Parole appears to be one way through 
_ which inmates initially see relief from their deprived 
condition and a way to reduce the severe restrictions on 
their personal freedoms. 

The interviews with the inmates on Day Parole were 
conducted at a time when the men were about to be released. 
Their Day Parole was just about over. To get an idea of 
how the men felt about their experience on Day Parole, 
they were asked: "What do you see as the benefits of Day 
Parole? In what ways has Day Parole helped you?" 

Tables5.2 a reatts the responses as to the benefits 
and advantages of Day Parole. 

TableS.2 shows that the Day Parolees felt that the 


Day Parole experience helped them in three main areas: 
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Financial, Freedom and Gradual Release. The Financial 
benefits were most often expressed in terms of "making a 
few dollars to have when I get out". One man mentioned 
the idea of not having a chance to spend his money. The 
Freedom benefits here, as*in Table 5.1, most often ex- 
pressed the idea of getting out of gaol. Many thought 
Day Parole was a better and faster way to do their time. 
Day Parole was seen as a welcome break to the prison 
EouUtine .of the Center. As’ one inmate put Lt, "A day inh 
here seems like a week". The Gradual Release comments 
referred to the idea of gradually getting used to street 
life getting used to working again, meeting new people 
particularly non-inmates’, getting used to being out and 
generally making some progress in re-establishing them- 
selves in the free community to which they would soon 
return. 

A sizeable number of comments concerned Personal 
matters. Ideas mentioned in this regard included time to 
think about one's values and about priorities, both past, 
present and future. Also included were comments about 
increased self-respect and pride. The feeling of personal 
freedom was expressed - freedom to live more like a human 
being even for only a few hours. This apparently helped 
some of the men feel a part of the larger society. One 
inmate said "Day Parole kept me from cracking up". 

Other reported benefits of Day Parole were in terms 


of the actual activity on Day Parole. One inmate reported 
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he benefited by gaining more employment experience. An- 
other said he would not have finished school if he had 


not gone on Day Parole. 


TABLE®S ,2 


RESPONSES OF DAY PAROLEES AS TO 
PERCEIVED BENEFITS AND ADVANTAGES 
OF BEING ON DAY PAROLE 


SS 


Benefits f 70 

Financial 20 29.0 
Freedom 19 ZL dee Da 
Gradual Release 17 24.6 
Personal 1M Noe, 
Work 2 Lied 
TOTAL*** 69 2942 


*** The thirty respondents cited a total of sixty-nine 
distinct benefits or ways in which Day Parole helped 
them. 

A comparison of Tables5.1and5.2 reveals some inter- 
esting patterns. The priority of Financial and Freedom 
concerns at the initial of application stage of Day Parole 
(Table 5.1) and the end of the Day Parole experience 
(Table 5.2) confirms the importance of these things to the 
inmates. These concerns however do not appear to be as 
pronounced at the later stages of Day Parole. Concerns 


such as Gradual Release and Personal matters become much 


more important during the Day Parole period than they did 
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when the man first applied for Day Parole. 

These findings indicate then that Day Parolees initi- 
ally see Day Parole mainly as a way of reducing the 
deprivation and curtailment of usual freedoms that go with 
being in a prison (such as The Fort where security concerns 
are an ever present fact of life). A transfer to the 
Center at least gets them out of the Fort and the prospect 
of a job on Day Parole appeals to their needs for money, 
basic physical necessities (food, clothing, and shelter) 
and psychological needs (status, power, and influence). 
Once the men are out of that situation, (i.e. on Day 
Parole from the Center), Day Parole still retains its 
attractiveness as a way of relieving the pains of im- 
prisonment. The men really appreciate getting away from 
the Center even for half a day. They respond positively 
to the idea of making money and look forward to having a 
sum of money in their pockets upon release. 

Also at this stage, however, the Day Parolees appear 
to appreciate a greater degree than at the time of their 
application for Day Parole other aspects they associate 
with the experience. Included here are matters relating 
to Gradual Release and Personal concerns. 

The Day Parolees at this point have increased the 
proportion of positive sentiments toward these matters 
and have reduced their concern with Financial and Freedom 
matters. This indicates that when inmates apply for Day 


Parole, they see Day Parole in relatively simplistic 


> 


| bee oer em oobi - 

-id ing asa fore wd tard. id skinny eras 

sié¢ onioubst %o vew 8 eB inka oataAl ¢ ad ° he 

djiw op sedt emobest? Lavaw to Inamtiasaus baw pots 8 
enteonos yilrvoee eae Fro} onl ae dove). acai ea 

odd od aetenanl a. etkt Re jos} sngeena , 

doeqeotg @#fd bre 3104 ani to als scam eens : dns 

.ystom to? sbsen aberdd ‘esi pee satan ae ne = "if ‘ o% 

(783 feds bane ,pntAgels ~boet)” asitieesoen Ts3. jaak 2 


(soneultni bas ~1990q pauseds) ebasa. “Eeoipe lo 
yeQ fio .8. b) apts aud ie ‘deni Yo tuo 18 now | 
agi enk¥etex ILtie sigint yaa (aaised od » nor 
«mi 2o enieg oni paiveilet to yew 8 ‘es Bet 

mot? yews prijseg oj sioszqqe vitor ren edt ia ne 

yLevid £eoq bnogest yedT - eb ° ho 107 neve aedns 

8 pnived ot brsyr0? toot ‘bre nee oh inom Ao seth 


inge= =e praf t spear 9 semen e 


“Loaso Lat noqu- psoxo0q ried nk. vam 8 re a 
169qq6 easlorn4 yeo ond qevewod “pépsda aint de oe a 
tied? Yo amks oy. +8. aed? so7peb qetee 10 a edeioongae oo” 
ei sianees yond eas neddo elored ree: 701. Mee tc a 
gniteier ersdiem one kl cae “pebul ant” |, sone iasqxe add a 
-anixeano> fenpens9 | bis seasioh shila ei: 

ait paisa avert sakog eins t8 “eseloied ysd 8 ait): 

ersitem seent wey ginamiinse batts A Aa’ oid0: 

mobeett trie pekonen ty, ddiy mes signe beouber | aved bas. 
yad 107 yiqqs 2 . mit needy Jend easeoibpi akdT eee 


obseriquie yt netar mak elo xed ey ai wae 


ay - 2 Fs a] 
: . : 2 i a a iy hi 


287 


terms, mainly Financial and Freedom. Once they are on 
Day Parole, however, the inmates tended to see Day Parole 
less Simplistically. While Financial and Freedom con- 
cerns were important positive features of Day Parole, so- 
were Gradual Release and Personal matters. 

The Negative Side of Day Parole 

The discussion so far has dealt only with what the 
Day Parolees have identified as positive things about being 
on Day Parole. All the positive aspects concerned their 
own immediate situation. None of the immates in this 
Sample made mention of any benefits of Day Parole accruing 
to the community or to the correctional system. As well 
as determining what aspects of Day Parole were most 
appealing to inmates, it was also possible to get some 
idea of what aspects of Day Parole were considered to be 
problems.: “To explore this aspect: the Sample of Day Parolees 
were asked, "What do you see as the difficulties of Day 
Parole? What are some of the things that bother you about 
the Day Parole Program?" OQnce again their responses were 
recorded in longhand and then categorized into distinct 
responses. fTable5.3 reports these responses. 

Table 5.3 shows the most frequent difficulties and 
Goncenns! auhieiefact of having to come back to the Center 
and the rigidity of the Program. These categories could 
well be combined, thereby forming 63.7 per cent of the 
cited difficulties. These problems could best be called 


complaints about the Program. Included here are comments 
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about poor meals, noisy dorms and a lack of useful things 
to do in the evening. The comments directed at the 
rigidity of the Program referred mainly to what the Day 
Parolees* cohsidered tobe: petty rules such as "you can't 
take time off when you want to", "you can't be with your 
friends and having a good time", and "you can't do what 
you want to do". Even though Day Parole represented a 
Complete escape from the confines at The Fort and a partial 
escape from the confines of the Center, many Day Parolees 
expressed dissatisfaction with most of the Program rules 
and regulations. They felt they should be accorded much 


more freedom. 


TABLES 5.3 


DIFFICULTIES, ASSOCLATED@ WI TH 
BEING ON DAY PAROLE 


eS 


Problem f 0 
Coming Back 16 36.4 
Rigidity uz aml fee 
Temptations ) 11.4 
SLATE 4 Tek 
No Complaints di iletn 
TOTAL* 44 LOU 
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* The thirty Day,Parolees reported a total of forty-four 
distinct responses. 


Several Day Parolees indicated that the temptations 


available in the free community were problematic for 
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them. One man here said he found it "hard to stay on 
Day Parole and keep out of shit". Another expressed 
temptation in terms of his family - they were so close 
yet so far away; he wanted to visit them yet that could 
cost him his Day Parole. 

A few men complained about the staff at the Center. 
Some figured they were getting a run-around concerning the 
finding of a job and others felt the staff did not respect 
or, show. trust to them. 

There was a group of men that indicated they had no 
complaints about being on Day Parole. tThey seemed to 
generally accept the situation in which they found them- 
selves although several plaintively wished they could go 
home each night instead of returning to the Center. One 
of these men indicated, "There's no use complaining here 
anyways" but he did not identify anything that he considered 
to be a difficulty over-and-above a complaint. 

As with the advantages of Day Parole, the difficul- 
ties were seen by Day Parolees soley in their own terms. 
None of the men expressed the idea that the community in 
general or correctional system in particular would benefit 
from the Day Parole Program. Similarly, the Day Parolees 
saw the correctional system as a problem only to them. 
They did not express the notion that they may have been a 
problem to the correctional system or the community. 

Who Should Get Day Parole? 

As noted in Chapter III, the Day Parole Program 


officials considered Day Parole very much a privilege that 
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was to be extended only to deserving inmates. While 
there was considerable range in what was meant by"Good 
Day Parole material’, there was general agreement as to 
the need for careful selection4. 

To ascertain how the Day Parolees felt about select- 
ing inmates for Day Parole, the Sample was asked, "Should 
all inmates have a chance to be on Day Parole?" 83.3 per 
cent of the men in the Sample replied affirmatively. 

They felt everyone deserved a chance and should be on Day 
Parole until they "goofed things up". They made parti- 
cular mention of Day Parole for married inmates and for 
those who were serious and had "something going fior them 
like school or a good job". 

The five dissenters expressed various reasons for 
their opposition to Day Parole for all inmates. Three 
referred to temptations that would lead to a “goof-up" 
which in turn meant lost remission and more time behind 
bars. To them, Day Parole was seen as too risky for 
some. Others indicated that Day Parole is too easy so it 
should be the exception, not the rule, and only for those 
who were serious. One man felt sex offenders should be 


automatically excluded. 


Conclusions 
The Day Parolees generally favored Day Parole for 


most inmates, but with some reservations in certain cases. 
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So, in spite of the criticisms of what they considered to 
be petty regulations, the men on Day Parole saw Day Parole 
as a right to be withdrawn only upon violation. 

They were mainly interested in getting out of prison, 
even if only temporarily, and making some money. By and 
large the regulations regarding Day Parole were seen as 
petty items to be tolerated. As noted in Chapter IV, the 
room and board deductions were seen by some as part of the 
price they had to pay to keep their Day Parole status and 
thereby get out of prison at least for part of the day. 

This view of Day Parole, taken from the men who are 
the recipients of the privilege, is a rather long way from 
the inmate's view of Day Parole that has been offered by 
previous authors. These Day Parolees saw the Day Parole 
experience largely in terms of their immediate concerns 
of reducing the pain of imprisonment. This attitude or 
perspective of Day Parole may explain at least in part 
some of the findings in Chapter IV where this Sample of 
Day Parolees showed rather poor performance in supporting 
their dependents, paying off debts and making restitution 
to their victims. It may also help to explain why the 
alleged employment benefits were met at best only 50% of 


the time. 


The Employer's View of Day Parole 


Literature Review 
Given the high proportion of Day Parolees who use 


their Day Parole for the purpose of employment, the 
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attitudes of the OAT gees of these men has the potential 
of having quite an effect on the Program. 

Carpenter (1969) refers to an employer who initially 
resisted the hiring of Day Parolees until market conditions 
mace 1t' difficult to Mire staff. At’this point he con-~ 
descended, hired a man on Day Parole, was more than pleased 
with his performance and has been a willing employer of 
Day Parolees since then. Other writers have made refer- 
ence to the solid support for the idea of Day Parole on 
the part of employers yet only Cooper (1970) explored the 
issue to any great extent. 

Cooper (1970) used questionnaires to survey a sample 
of employers regarding their experience with Day Parolees. 
' Most of the employers were satisfied with the performance 
of work release employers and generally desired more, 
particularly the unskilled and semi-skilled workers. He 
concluded the demand for work-release labor was "based on 
both a need for unskilled labor and a desire to contribute 
to the success of the work-release program" (p. 433). 
Cooper speculated that the circumstances of Day Parolees 
may serve to make them more conscientious and dependable 
employees than the average free man. 


The Local Employers 


In view of the lack of research in this area, it was 


decided to explore this aspect of the Day Parole experience. 


As noted previously, at least forty per cent of the jobs 


held by Day Parolees at the Center during three years of 
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operation were "Joint Jobs". OQbviously these employers 
played an important part in the Program. 

several of these jobs, such as working at the Sod 
Farm or Cemetary, were seasonal in nature. Others like 
the poultry precessing plant, the paper salvage firm and 
the roof truss firm operated year-round and hired men on 
Day Parole regularly throughout the year. These three 
firms together employed approximately one-third of the 
Day Paroless. In view of their high degree of involvement 
with the Program over an extended period of time it was 
decided to contact these three employers and explore their 
views about Day Parole. 

At each of these firms there was one man with whom the 
Center had regular contact. In each case this man was the 
Dae p Foreman or plant manager, a person who had the autho- 
rity to hire and to fire employees and who also was ina 
position to get to know the Day Parolees personally at 
least to some extent. These persons at the roof truss 
firm and paper salvage firm were in the best position to 
become personally acquainted with the Day Parolees because 
their firms were considerably smaller than the poultry 
processing firm. During September 1975 the author contacted 
these key people at the three firms and made arrangements 
to interview them about their experiences with the Day 
Parole Program. At this time -the author was a member of 
the staff at the Center, and the men in these firms readily 


agreed to the interview’. The interview took place at the 
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plant sites of these firms. A tour of the plant was 
arranged before the interview. The tour and interview 
were arranged during normal working hours. At the paper 
salvage firm and the roof truss firm the interviews 

ranged from one to two hours in length. Responses to the 
author's questions were summarized in longhand. At the 
poultry processing firm the author was advised that there 
was not much time available so the questions to be raised 
during the interview had to be covered during the tour. 
Brief notes were made at the time and later an effort was 
made to make the responses more complete. Needless to say 
this interview provided the least information. The other 
two interviews were relaxed sessions over cups of coffee. 
All in all the author's concern with how these firms saw 
Day Parole was accepted with keen interest and co-operation 
by the employers. 

The interviews covered a number of areas. Included 
ineathis .part of. .the Study, will. be the nature of »thei s 
business, their philosophy about Day Parole, and their 
employment of Day Parolees. Other aspects such as the 
public reaction to Day Parole and .the strain,that goes 
with the half-free status of being on Day Parole, will be 
dealt with in other parts of this Study. 


The Nature of the Businesses 


The roof truss firm was located in northeast Edmonton 
within a mile of the Center. The staff of about twenty- 


five built wooden roof trusses for commercial, residential 
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and farm buildings. It operated on the assembly line 
principle. Some staff members, including the respondent, 
took orders and drew up the required plans and specifi- 
cations. The next step was to select appropriate material 
from the stockpiles in the yard, do the necessary cutting, 
place the pieces in the correct position, fasten the 
pieces together and pile the completed truss package at 
the other end of the yard for delivery. The respondent 
indicated that Day Parolees worked at the cutting, assem- 
bling, fastening, loading, and delivery stages of the 
process. 

The paper salvage firm was located in south central 
Edmonton. Its Seare varied from fifteen to twenty persons 
and it collected paper of all kinds from groups such as 
churches, schools, service clubs and businesses using 
paper products. The paper was usually trucked to the 
plant where it was sorted into different grades, packaged 
isitoribales and .sold to building product or reeycling firms 
locally and internationally. 

The poultry processing firm took live poultry in 
through one end of the plant and sent fresh or frozen 
poultry out the other end. In between the birds were hung, 
cleaned, packaged and loaded for delivery. The firm 
employed about 200 persons and the respondent indicated 
that Day Parolees were employed wherever a man was needed 


at any point in the process. 


The Employment. of Day Parolees 


Given the nature of these firms, most of the jobs 
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performed did not require a high level of skill. Most 
were manual labor jobs. The roof truss and paper salvage 
Firms needed a few men who could operate machinery such 
as forklifts and truck-trailer units. These jobs were 
usually reserved for the senior staff in the firms 
although it was reported that Day Parolees occassionally 
performed these duties. 

Based on the interview schedule (See Appendix V) 
the following information was obtained about the employ- 
ment of Day Parolees. 

All respondents indicated they required very little 
information from the Center about the men on Day Parole 
that they hired. They are only concerned with the man's 
name and age. One respondent replied that he also wanted 
to know whether the man was Native or White. He said it 
did not really matter, he just wanted to know. They did 
not inquire of the Center as to the man's background or 
charge ‘nor did ‘the Center offer information as ‘to the 
charge or length of sentence because of the confidential 
nature of the information. 

When asked to compare the jobs held by Day Parolees 
to what they knew of the men's previous jobs, the re- 
spondents generally felt they were about the same. One 
respondent figured thay maybe half of the men who worked 
for him probably had better jobs before than the ones they 
were performing for him. Another respondent indicated 
that it was hard to teil because the Day Parolees did not 


often volunteer much information about themselves. 
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In terms of learning new job skills, the respondents 
felt that the men generally did not learn anything new. 
There was a chance of moving to more responsible positions 
like driving trucks or lifts if the man displayed a lot 
of initiative but this was an infrequent occurance. 

The respondents were very much in agreement as to 
the good points of having Day Parolees on their payroll. 
One respondent summed it up concisely, "They are here on 
time, they work well and they can be counted on to show 
up". Another respondent echoed these sentiments: "It's 
hard to get steady help and I can be pretty certain the 
Day Parolees will be here." He felt that if he put an ad 
in the newspaper to hire men, about sixty would apply for 
the jobs. Most of these applicants from the street would 
be only interested in keeping their Unemployment Insurance 
up to date. Only two or three would eventually show up to 
work. By way of contrast, a phone call to the Center 
usually produced as many men as he needed, often the same 
day. Other factors mentioned were the good attitude of 
the Day Parolees plus the fact that they were not tired-out 
because of their previous night's activities. One re- 
spondent indicated that Day Parolees volunteer quickly for 
overtime. 

The respondents had few complaints about Day Parolees 
as employees. One mentioned that once ina while the 
Center refers some very lazy men for a job. He called 


these men "read duds" and indicated they are dismissed 
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very quickly. He also indicated that these "slack asses" 
are really no different from many men he hires straight 
off the street. Another respondent said he had no com- 
plaints at all. The third respondent reported the only 
difficulty he had concerned the times when the firm closed 
@arly and the staff were allowed to go home. . He found ‘it 
hard to decide whether to let the Center know that the Day 
Parolees were finished work or whether to let the men be 
on their own for awhile. Although he knew the men were to 
return to the Center immediately work was done for the day, 
this respondent confided that he usually ignored small 
deviations like this and let the men sneak away for a few 
hours to themselves. 

| The respondents felt the Day Parolees overall per- 
formance on the job was basically the same as their other 
employees. TJhey felt the Day Sat ohees were quite con- 
sciencious about their work although, like any other 
employee, to some the job was just a job. The respondents 
further agreed that Day Parolees are often more prompt 

and reliable than the other employees. The respondents 
indicated that Day Parolees require the same supervision 


as other employees. 


Employer's Philosophy of Day Parole 


When asked for their views as to the objectives and 
benefits of the Day Parole Program, the employers identi- 
fied two levels. One respondent spoke of Day Parole 
largely in financial terms. Day Parole was a chance for 


the men to ‘do something for themselves’ such as earn money 
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and get a place to stay. The money allowed them to get 
ahead. He also referred to the term "rehabilitation" as 
something to be hoped for. The other res pondent® did 

not refer to the financial fencers but to more theoretical 
concerns. He fett the process of going out to work in 

the morning and returning to prison in the evening taught 
the Day Parolees more responsibility. He also identified 
contact with non-inmates to be important in helping them 
to get along with other people. 

The respondents were asked to what extent they be- 
came involved in the personal lives of the men on Day 
Parole. One respondent was involved very little with the 
Day Parolees but, then, he had about two hundred employees 
for which he was responsible. The other respondents had 
more contact with the Day Parolees and became much more 
involved in their personal lives. One indicated that if 
a Day Parolee seemed "sincere" he would be willing to go 
out of his way to help the man. The respondent indicated 
that in the past, he has lent money to men on Day Parole 
and has had Day Parolees stay with him on weekends. He 
claims to have done little favors for Day Parolees like 
gzoand them a bit of overtime or letting them off early if 
work is slow so they can see their girlfriends before 
going back to the Center. He also has personally driven 
the men back to the Center rather than see them take the 
bus. He has, however, been "stung" quite often. This 


respondent said he is out-of-pocket about $150 that he has 
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lent Day Parolees but was not repaid. Because of this 
he now does not get involved as much. He feels most men 
on Day Parole are not "serious". 

The other respondent also drove men back to the 
Center and used to sponsor some Day Parolees on weekend 
passes. He indicated some of these men got into trouble 
so he does not do this anymore. He is prepared to talk 
about personal affairs if a Day Parolee wishes. He is 
willing to "help out if a guy wants to get back on the 
EBrgnt side". 

All respondents indicated a willingness to keep Day 
Paroleés, on the payroll ‘once their sentence is over. All 
~ agreed, too, that very few of the: Day Parolees accept this 
OLter Co stay’. 

Two of the respondents indicated they first heard 
about Day Parole from other businessmen. They were looking 
for men to hire, heard they could get men from Belmont, so 
they phoned. The third respondent reported that the use 
Senay Parolees at his firm was well-established when he 
started there in 1971. 

Conclusion 

These employers have a favorable view of Day Parole. 
Their first involvement came about as a result of the need 
to have unskilled labor. Their continued involvement with 
the Day Parole Program is still based primarily on the 
requirement of dependable unskilled labor. These employers 
were generally willing to give a helping hand to those men 


who they felt were trying to help themselves but because 
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they have been "burned" in the past they are now somewhat 
reluctant to become too involved in the personal lives of 
the men on Day Parole. The employers are well satisfied 
with the work performance of men on Day Parole and in some 
ways they feel Day Parolees make petrer workers. They are 
willing to keep Day Parolees on the job once prison is be- 
hind them and express regret that so few retain their 
jobs. 

These findings are similar to those of Cooper (1970) 
in that the demand for work-release labor first meets the 
need for unskilled labor on the job market. These findings 
also indicate that rather than wishing to contribute to 
the success of the program employers are then concerned 
with giving a helping hand to the few individuals who they 
feed jare “trying to help themselves. The findings of this 
Study largely confirm Cooper's speculation that the cir- 
cumstances of men on Day Parole, principally the price 
they would likely pay "screwing it up", serves to make 
them more conscientious and dependable than many other 


unskilled workers. 


The Response _ of the Public 


Literature Review 

The literature indicated that one of the prime bene- 
factors of Day Parole is the public, financial benefits 
such as lower prison administration costs, increased 
personal income tax, less social assistance for families 


of Day Parolees and increased economic production are 


frequently cited. 
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Other reasons have to do with closer family ties, 


less disruption in the man's usual lifestyle and more 
chance for the men to discharge their duties and respon- 
sibilities as citizens. The assumption in all these 
claims is that by returning the inmate to the community, 
even only temporarily, both he and the community at large 
will benefit. Implied in these claims is that the public 
somehow knows about Day Parole and is somehow involved in 
ways other than a passive recipient of the offender into 
its midst. It would seem then that the public should have 
some hopes and aspirations concerning Day Parole. 

As noted previously, the inmates have a very clear 
view of Day Parole: It lets them out of prison and enables 
them to make some highly cherished money. Certain em- 
ployers have clearly defined views about Day, Parole t4it.dis 
a source of dependable unskilled labor. The correctional 
system had high hopes for Day Parole: It is part of the 
growing trend of taking corrections back to the community. 
How does the public view Day Parole? It is a part of the 
Day Parole experience that is constantly talked about but 
really so.little is known. The .literature, has .givem.s.ame 
coverage to the views of those parts of society most 
closely involved with Day Parole Programs. The literature 
does not however contribute much to how "outsiders" such 
as the public feel about Day Parole. 

To this end, it was decided,.to explore. withthe. men 
on Day Parole, their custodians and their employers how 


others saw Day Parole. 
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Again, responses to structured interview questions 
(See Appendix V) were written down in summary form. 
These responses then formed the basis for the following 
discussion. 

Employers 

Beginning with the employers, they all indicated that 
their other employees are usually aware of the special 
status of men on Day Parole. The two smaller firms make 
a point of telling all new staff from the street that 
they hire men from the Center who are on Day Parole. The 
manager of the poultry processing firm indicates that many 
of his employees usually find out that a man is on Day 
Parole. Most, if not all, of a Day Parolee's co-workers, 
then, know about him. The employers report there usually 
are not any bad reactions to this situation. They did not 
report any disturbing incidents. It seems, therefore, 
that the other employees accept the presence of an offender 
in their midst without serious objection. 

The employers report that -the Day Parolees get along 
well with the other employees. The Day Parole status 
itself is not known to cause problems. One respondent 
pointed out that some Day Parolees, like any other people, 
are easier to get along with than others. On the whole, 
however, everyone gets along together pretty well. The 
poultry plant respondent felt that the Day Parolees mixed 
well with the other staff and did not keep to themselves. 
At the smaller firms, however, there was a tendency for 


the Day Parolees to stick together especially if there were 
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quite a few working there at the same time. Even So, itive 
employers did not feel this was a problem. The respondents 
indicated that their non-Day Parole employees did not 
complain or make comments about working with Day Parolees. 
One respondent.reported that some of the other employees 
are curious about prison and ask the Day Parolees what it 
Co bre on reiMnere:. 

The smaller employers indicate they have discussed 
their experiences with other businessmen. The response 
of the other businessmen has been favorable. Apparently, 
they usually see it as a good idea and some have gone so 
far as to contact the Center on their own. Ihe poultry 
processing plant manager indicated he did not say too 
much to other businessmen. He commented, however, that 
he has made calls to the Center on behalf of other food 
processing firms when they needed employees. (Aa Ue WE caval We ba 
then, the Day Parolees get along well with the other 
employees. The others do not seem to mind working along 
with the Day Parolees - in fact some are rather curious 
about prison conditions. 

A second source of information about the public 
reaction to Day Parole comes from eleven Program officials. 
Included here were five Counsellors from the Fort, one 
Parole Officer and five Social Workers from the Center. 
Fach was asked a series of questions (See Appendix V) 
about the reactions that people "outside" display about 


prisons in general and Day Parole in particular. 
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The officials identified three distinct types of 
responses from the public. One response is what might be 
called ignorance. All officials commented, some dis- 
paringly, now Little the public. knew about correctional 
institutions and what misconceptions they had. Outsiders 
usually did not distinguish between different types of 
institutions or different kinds of people or different 
procedures for dealing with inmates. The public knew some 
of the negative things, especially things that went wrong, 
like escapes, but few positive things, such as successful 
cases. Many people apparently had notions of prisons 
straight out of second-rate movies: heavy cons, guns and 
dangerous bogey men. 

A second group of responses could be called intrigue. 
Many people were curious about what went on in prisons. 
Apparently, the staff were often asked questions like "What 
goes on in there?" "What are inmates like?" "How do you 
cope with working in such a negative environment?" In- 
cluded in this group of curious responses are those that 
expressed interest in the processes traditionally associated 
with the concept of treatment and rehabilitation such as 
counselling and special programs. (Questions here would 
include "How are these programs working?" "Do you get 
positive results?" 

The third group of responses from the public could be 
called punitive. Included here were comments such as, 


"Why cater to those guys in there? I had to do it myself:" 
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The respondents reported many people feel the institu- 
tions are spoonfeeding inmates and were too easy on them. 
The best way to handle them was to make them do their 
time and the officials should not be in such a hurry to 
let them out. 

The officials on the "inside", then, generally en- 
countered three types of reactions from "outsiders", from 
the public. Many people were only vaguely familiar with 
the world of corrections. Many were very concerned because 
there was not enough punishment involved and many others 
were concerned that the efforts toward rehabilitation be 
continued. This is how the officials saw the public 
reacting to corrections in general. 

The same observations are applicable to Day Parole in 
particular. The respondents indicated that many “outsiders" 
Know very little about Day Parole. .Qthers feel that the 
Program is just another example of pampering criminals 
while others reportedly felt it vas a good move: it was 
good to give inmates some responsibility. Some people 
thought it was a progressive program while others reacted 


"Why should those guys be’ let loose in society?" 
Day Parolees 


The third source of information outlining the public 
reaction is the Day Parolees. Their’ experiences with the 


public can provide valuable indicators of the public 


reaction. 
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When the men get on the bus in the morning there 
reportedly was not usually any noticeable reaction from 
the passengers. The respondents felt the passengers did 
not know they were from a prison. The men indicated they 
wore "street “clothes" “and \looked just like any other men 
going off to work. One respondent reported he noticed 
people at the bus stop tended to shy away from the men 
"when there was a bunch of us". 

Once at work it was reported that more often than not 
the other employees knew of the man's Day Parole status 
yet it did not seem to adversely effect their relation- 
ships at work. Apparently the other workers often did not 
react either positively or negatively to the Day Parolees. 
In most cases, knowledge that a man was on Day Parole did 
not make much difference at all. Some co-workers were 
curious about the Center and wanted to know what it was 
like in there. This curiousity also extended to what it 
was like to be on Day Parole. One respondent reported all 
his co-workers knew he was on Day Parole and they went out 
of their way to make things better for him. This Day 
Parolee said the most helpful and understanding person 
was a man who had been on Day Parole and was presently on 
Full Parole from a Federal Penitentiary®, Several other 
respondents reported being very well received at work. 
Comments such as "They don't put me down" and "I'm treated 
as a person, not as a con" are examples. 

Only one respondent reported negative reactions at 


work: "The foreman almost fell out of his chair. He was 


bib sispnseesq edd 3699, > ahem | 
yes bedentbné nem edt, ,aoatag, aOR veer 
nem tego yne eart sevt-bestool brs waertole | a" STOW 
besiton ef betz0ge7 tnebaogess mie’ dion of Me. we & 
nem sat mot? yews yde oF: bebrad cine Ne rH ue a 
“ay Yo donyd  aew exon pedu 
ton nent nadto eitom derg besnenes ee ai ee 
auiess elore9 ysd. e'nem anit Ye wend eseyolame 2 aft 
~noitefss ties 399778 isetoybs oJ panne : a 
ton bib aeito ersdzow xefdo, end yidnetagan, “yitow, 18 29, 
-aeotoms4 ysd edd of ylavidepen to eiovid i809, aartd 2380 
bib elerted yad no Bey be & dort, opbaluamd, «29989, daom 4 
eTsw eredltow=09 ry fe je eanere} ib: toveinetein oo 
eew ti derw ‘word of beh wv bas. sresne 2 en, iyo ode. a 
dt terw od babaetxs cele YPigvoinus: peat sae oath ‘ | 
{ls betioqe1 insbneqest end veforsd 460 io o 8d. o $ edi cow 2 
dua Jeee yodd bre sioss9. usd no et, Bis wee erpvsov-09 wid ‘S 
yo eidt mid 10), potted: egaidd oiem of yew, atedd to 
notion. pribaatarsbow _bne iviqied : jeom ett asus ae 7 
no ¥linese1q eaw brs siores yea no need bed ony nem & ‘ae : 
qadto Llerevee Syreidaes ines isitsbe3 # mo?? elored Lier 
ioe Ie bevisost ile" yrav pnied batieqer dd oldies 
bad aed ate bos Moawob emf ‘duq j*hob Yont® ee dove abihe® 
mi xo ete "105 6 @8 ‘don Wrererers, a 
en menue tnaboogest esd. ae oe 


ts erot daset ov tie ‘ 
deomls apmer07 om? ‘eel 
a ea As 
al ia i Poe Diet tad 


ay 


any eH .akado eid 


scared shitless". Another replied that although his co- 
workers and immediate supervisors were supportive of him, 
he had heard the senior executives of the firm did not 
like the idea of hiring a criminal in the organization. 
There were several Day Parolees who indicated that older 
co-workers seemed to shy away from them apparently because 
of their semi-prisoner status. 

Another type of reaction reported by some of the men 
‘on Day Parole could be called humorous. Some co-workers 
made jokes about being in prison. Good natured teasing 
like "Where are you going tonight?" occurred. 

Conclusion 

The Day Parolees, then, encountered very few negative 
reactions from their co-workers. Being on Day Parole did 
not usually make any difference in their relationships at 
work. Quite a few people were curious about prisons and 
Day Parole and some made good-natured fun of the predica- 
ment of the Day Parolee. There is some indication that 
older people had difficulty in accepting the idea of Day 
Parole. All in all, however, the public reaction as 
viewed through’ the»eyesrof: the Day Paroleenwasaneutral 
and/or positive. The men were generally well pleased with 
how other people treated them from the time they left the 
Center in the morning until they» returned there in. the 
evening. 

An overview of these findings indicates that the 


reaction of those segments of society that are closely 
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involved with Day Parole (the officials, the inmates, the 
employers and the co-workers) is one of either accepting 
or actively endorsing the Program. The opposition to the 
Program seems to come from people who are somewhat re- 
moved from the Program and who feel that the correctional 
system should punish offenders by making them do their 


time. 


the. Strain _of, Being .on, Day Parole 


Literature Review 

The literature generally speaks favorably ofeithe 
benefits that part-time prisoners being to the community, 
to the correctional system and to themselves. The 
literature does not, however, deal very much with the 
difficulties that these same part-time prisoners might 
face as they proceed to generate these benefits. Earlier 
in this Chapter a number of difficulties encountered by 
Day Parolees were identified. The difficulties were 
mainly complaints about how the Center was operated. More 
basic to the situations faced by Day Parolees would seem 
to be their roles as part-time prisoners and part-time 
free, citizens. ..Inherent,.in jthis situation, is -the 
possibility of role iconflicts. The literature dealing 
with Day Parole has largely ignored this area. Zalba 
(1967:511) praises work-release because "it-can provide 
(A) institutional supervison and (B) opportunity for 


offenders to perform the major socioeconomic roles". He 
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does not discuss the possibility that role performances 
in such a setting may be somewhat dysfunctional. 

In a wider theoretical context, Grupp (1970) discusses 
work furlough within the integrative or inclusive theory 
of punishment. He speculates that work furlough may con- 
tribute to the rehabilitation of the offender by facili- 
tating the release process. The deterrence requirement is 
satisfied by the fact that the prisoner must spend his 
non-working hours in confinement. He indicates work fur- 
lough is not a soft touch nor is it necessarily easy time. 
Retributionists are to be heartened by the argument that 
tea ttimasaintfiect moreydiificulLt than serving a traditional 
sentence. As the inmate moves in and out Oly Ene gaol 
each day, he is continually faced with the pressures of 
having to adjust both to confinement and to,free society"; 
(pst7 Bd. 

There is some indication, then, that the combined 
“ 8616, oT hprisoner jand free. citizengauhiles4 tyeartainlynhas 
its, positive features may also produce. side effects; that 
up.to now have not been clearly identified. 

The. presence of role strain,-role conflicteandpstatus 
inconsistency have been well documented in general role 
theory”. It seems that these factors would be very much 
inszevidence in Day Parole programs .too. | Carpenter 
(1969:189) recognized this and wrote "work release is not, 
however, lacking in problems for the man on the program... 
the prisoner has to adjust to free society every day in- 


stead of just once." Therefore, there are pressures and 
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strains unique to the Day Parole experience but as Gupp 
(1970:78) notes: "The extent of these pressures and how 
the inmate absorbs and adjusts to them is an area that 
needs investigation." 

As a resuit, this part of the Study was designed to 
take a preliminary look at the aspect of the strain of 
being on Day Parole. The purpose is to try to identify 
some of the dynamics that are involved in the strain of 
being on Day Parole. 

In order to gather information on this aspect the 
author spoke with the Day Parolees, some of their employers 
and some of their officials involved in the Program. 

The Presence of Strain 

Employers 

Beginning first with the three employers previously 
mentioned they were asked if they noticed signs of 
pressure or strain from the Day Parolees (see Question 
a1 “of Appendix Vv)" All these employers reported that 
they did not notice anything unusual in the bahavior of the 
Day Parolees that they would attribute to the Day Parole 
experience. These men, who collectively had known hun- 
dreds of Day Parolees over the years, reportedly did not 
see any behavior on the part of Day Parolees that made 


them somehow different than their other employees. 


Program Officials 


Similar questions were asked of the staff at The 


Fort and the Center, as well as the Parole Officer (See 
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Ques ti ory 12 35n 24,0 Appendix V). All the officials indi- 
cated that being on Day Parole does indeed place the men 
in a tough spot. Some of the staff feel it is harder to 
be on Day Parole than to stay in an institution. Others 
mentioned the men have to face the temptations available 
on the street plus the pressure from sities inmates, even 
a the Center, to bring in contraband. Each day, a Day 
Parolee is treated in two different fashions: one as an 
inmate and one as a citizen. The staff did not specify 
what exactly happened to the Day Parolees other than 
general belief that it made things more difficult for 
them. 

Although the officials at The Fort did not go into 
much detail concerning the nature of the pressures facing 
Day Parolees the officials from the Center] did report a 
number of behaviors suggesting various ways in which Day 
Parolees responded to the tension. They violate, sleep a 
lot, and get sick. They get away from the Center as much 
as possible on passes. They feel very self-conscious. 
They stick together. Their conduct ratings go down. They 
are more uptight and resentful of the staff checking up on 
them at work and when they return to the Center. They 
lead two lives and develop a split personality. They 
realize there is not much time left so why ruin a good 
thing and do more time by goofing around. 

These, then, are some of the reported ways by Program 
Officials in which men on Day Parole handle the pressures 


of being on Day Parole. 
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Day Parolees 


This aspect of the Day Parole experience was also 
explored with the Day Parolees (See Questions 50, 51, Appen- 
dit Vv). Most of the men indicated they felt pressures and 
tensions as a result of spending part oF: Hels time in gaol 
atta part of the time on the street. Five,Day Parolees 
Teportedly did not feel any added pressure or tension. 
Their response to being a prisoner and a Free citizen was 
svoxre: “Miyat's the Way it 1s. " You 'soon vet used to it". 
Many of the Day Parolees ehiitea aa the nature of the 
strain quite clearly. Some felt left out of street life 
because of having to return to the Center. Some felt 
restricted, both at work and back at the Center. Some 
felt different than other people, particularly when they 
were first on Day Parole. Some felt an anxiousness about 
being released: they were half-out already and chomping- 
at-the-bit to get the rest of the way out. Some were mad 
at having to return each evening. Some were confused and 
it "bugged" them to be two different people. Some did 
not feel free even when away from the Center. Some felt 
depressed when at or coming back to the Center. Some felt 
“screwed up" by the temptations available. One said that 
he* Pelt like*a*dog at the end of ‘a’ rope; “ana like’ a Citizen 
bUt"not as a Gitizen. “Some felt continually in”“a°state of 
‘temptation, of being taunted. Others were worried about 
how things were at home and at the Center. Some were 


paranoid - they felt someone vas always looking over their 


shoulder. 
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Bone Day Parolees reported that they did not feel 
pressured or strained. Most, however, did and it seemed 
the strain was felt somewhat differently by each man. 

An overview seems to show that feelings of alienation 

were quite strong, despite the fact that they spent half 
the time in the community. Another deneaserkt feeling 

seems to be one of excitement. Day Parole was a chance 

to get out of prison and to court the temptations awaiting 
in the community. There also seemed to be confusion in 
the minds of the Day Parolees. Were they free or not? 

How could they continue wearing two hats? 

The Day Parolees were also asked how they handled 
the strain. How could they cope with the feelings they 
reported? As with the nature of the strain, the methods 
of handling it were quite clearly articulated and quite 
varied. Some had long talks with their Fie mauitis 
helped reduce the pressure and helped them decide there 
really was not much longer to go: just "hang in there", 


For many, the knowledge that being caught for a violation 


likely meant a one-way ticket back to The Fort was suffi- 


cient motivation to surpress thoughts of taking off or 
fooling around. They believed any more time was too much 
time. To take their minds off the temptations, some 
mentally "took Belmont to work with me, so I wouldn't 
forget". Similarly, when they were back at the Center, 
they tried to keep their minds on "street things". Others 


took the opposite approach. They tried to forget the 
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Center when they were at work and they tried not to think 
of "outside" once they got back to the Center. Several 

men reported they tried to forget the prison part of 

their life by not getting involved with anyone or any- 
thing. They preferred to just eat and Sleep. Stril others 
reported they reacted by getting very much involved in 
cards, pool, sports, reading, and conversations - anything 
to make the time go faster. Some tried not to think of 
getting out - that apparently makes things worse. 

As this discussion indicates the Day Parolees handled 
the strain in various ways. Withdrawal was a common 
mechanism. Others kept as busy as they could. Most per- 
suaded themselves that they were not going to go back to 
The Fort and therefore they had better get control of 
themselves quickly. The threat of going back to The Fort 
was an effective deterrant according to these men. 

A phenomenon mentioned by most of the Day Parolees 
was the U-shaped nature of the strain. Apparently during 
the first few days of Day Parole they felt "very shakey". 
They: were excited to be out yet they felt the stigma of 
the prisoner. One man explained it this way: "I felt like 
I had "PRISONER" stamped on my forehead." A number indi- 
cated they initially had a lot of trouble conversing with 
co-workers - they did not have much in common to talk 
about. 

After a period of two or three weeks the men reported 


they slipped quite easily in the routine of being a 
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prisoner and a citizen. They learned again how to get 
along with street people and they never forgot how to do 
time at the Center. They settled down and went about 
their life at work and the Center without too much diffi- 
culty. 

The last week of Day Parole is apparently uns table 
again. Now they are very close to being completely free 
of prison, not just half free. They indicated they get 
nervous, excited and jittery. The men indicated that the 
threat of going back to The Fort is very important at the 
last part of Day Parole. To lose "good time" now and be 
returned to The Fort was, by their own admission, Hes t 
not worth it since they were so close to the end. Several 
indicated that they tried to keep control of themselves 
at this stage by not thinking about getting out: "I 
won't think about getting out until I am out", 

Conclusion 

There is a special strain placed on the Day Parolees 
by virtue of the status as half-prisoners and half-free 
citizens. This strain is not especially evident at work. 
Back at the Center, however, it manifests itself to some 
extent in the eyes of the staff. To the men on Day Parole, 


however, it is very real. 
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FOOTNOTES 


BoC. Corrections: Braneh Newsletter, Vol. 1.,. No. 2, 
Digmctis WO TORE Ty. wt ait. 


Unfortunately, these researchers cited only the modal 
response.for the objectives of_Day Parole.,, It. was 
not possible to compare the mode to other responses 
of the inmate. 


The author observed the Day Parolees to have a 

fairly high level of disdain for other inmates and 

Day Parolees. They often perceived others as ignorant 
and childish. 


Also nated in Chapter III is the success rate of 
89.9%...) Jhat, rate reflects. the fact ,that. Day, Parole 
selection practices have been quite successful at 
weeding out "Poor Day Parole Material". 


Prior to arranging the interview, the author made a 
point of speaking with these men on a number of 
occassions over the telephone concerning certain Day 
Parolees. At the time the interview was arranged, 
the men were informed of the author's status as a 
student at the University conducting research on Day 
Parole. 


This question was not asked of the plant superintendent 
of the poultry processing firm. 


Officials at the Center and the respondent at the 
poultry processing firm point with pride to one man 
who started working at the plant on Day Parole. When 
his sentence was over, he stayed on for several years, 
made a lot of money and later accepted another 
position with a telephone company. 


It..is possible that. the. support, offered, to. this, Day 
Parolee by all his fellow workers was motivated by 
the fact that he was the boss' son. 


For example, see Horton and Hunt, 1974:99-115. 
the: offre tads-.ait. tthe, Fort, had ld tile contact with men 


on Day Parole. They only saw the ones who violated 
Day. Panole, at the Center and,wene returned -to The 
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CONCLUSION 


Introduction 

This Study has examined selected aspects of Alberta's 
largest Day Parole Program. The purpose of the Study was to 
describe the Program, to test the extent to which certain claims 
made about the Program are true, to statistically analyse cer- 
tain data contained in official records and to explore areas 
of the Day Parole experience that have been neglected by pre- 
vious researchers. 
Chapter I: The Present Study 

This Chapter discusses the general nature of the present 
Study and presents background information vital to an under- 
standing of the context in which this particular Program operates. 

The background to the Study refers to the gradual use of im- 
prisonment as a form of punishment for criminal behavior and, 
later, to a realization in some quarters that imprisonment is 
of doubtful value as a deterrant and reforming influence on in- 
mates. The emergence of the Community Corrections concept is 
discussed and its particular application in Canadian Corrections 
is outlined by reference to Correctional legislation and pro- 
cedure in Canada. 

The need for descriptive data about an important and highly 
regarded Program such as this is important in view of the lack 
of this kind of information. The description represents the 


first attempt to describe who is involved in the Program and how 
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it is administered. 

The Study takes a number of claims about alleged financial 
and employment benefits that Program officials have attributed 
to the Day Parole experience. These claims are "put to the test" 
and measured against specific criteria in order to see to what 
extent certain goals of the Program are met. The statistical 
analysis of the distribution of certain characteristics in the 
entire Day Parole population to the end of 1974 presents a com- 
prehensive picture of the inmates who were involved and some of 
the things that happened to them. This serves to add to the 
knowledge and understanding of the Program. An examination of 
the relationship between these characteristics serves to elabor- 
ate even further some of the features of the Program. 

There are a number of aspects of the Day Parole experience 
that have not received much attention so this Study explored the 
Day Parolees' view of Day Parole, the employers' interest in 
Day Parole, the response of the public to Day Parole and the 
strain that goes with being half-free and half-imprisoned every 
working day. 

To collect the data for the Study, the author relied on 
personal knowledge, interviews with Day Parolees, employers and 
Program officials, and official records kept about the Program. 

Some of the data is presented in narrative form while other 
data is best suited for presentation in tabular form followed 
by a discussion of the findings. 


Chapters Ts: Review of the Literature 


This Chapter reviews the available literature dealing with 
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Day Parole. Most of the literature deals with Day Parole in the 
United States although there is some information about similar 
programs overseas. The lack of literature dealing with Day 
Parole in Canada is noted. 

Most of the published material available is descriptive 
and refers to the operation of specific programs. Few authors 
deal with Day Parole within a theoretical context other than 
the popular trend toward corrections in the community. Most 
authors speak highly of the idea of Day Parole and extol the 
virtues for the inmate, the community and the Correctional 
System. Very little research has been conducted into Day Parole 
and some of the few’ studies available present contradictory 
findings. 

Particular attention is paid to Day Parole and Temporary 
Absence in Canada. Some Provinces have well-established pro- 
grams while other Provinces have made little effort to implement 


such Programs. Of the Provinces with Day Parole or TA Programs, 


only Ontario seems to be concerned with keeping facts and figures 


relative to the Program. This Province has also encouraged re- 


searchers to study its TA Program. 


On a nationalistic note, most American and even some Canadian 


authors refer gratefully to Senator Henry Huber of the State of 
Wisconsin who, in 1913, initiated Work Release legislation in 
the United States. More attention to the works of Anderson 
(1957) and Lavell (1926) would show that Canadian correctional 
officials,,panticularly Lavell, himself., and, Rev. W.F. Findlay 


of Ontario's Langstaff Prison Farm in 1913, were also very 
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concerned with alleviating the unproductive conditions of the 
prisons at the time. Senator Huber also is credited by many as 

a man concerned about the waste of talent and idleness associated 
with men in prison. In this regard, the following note from 
Waldo et al (1973:374) is of particular interest. 


"Tt is interesting to note that 
Wisconsin's Huber Law was not 
introducted or passed as a measure 

to improve the rehabilitative con- 
sequences of the prison experience. 
Indeed, its explicit motivation was the 
temporary release of sufficient labor 
to harvest an apple crop that gave 
promise of spoiling due to the lack 
of customary migratory labor. The 
apple crisis having passed, imple- 
mentation of the Huber Law in Wis- 
consin was seldom realized in the 
subsequent thirty or forty years." 


This note serves to call into question the motivation for 
changes in correctional legislation and procedure. It should 
re-affirm to researchers, particularly those concerned with 
crime and correction in society, the need to question, to ex- 
plore and to research their field. For example, Fox (1971:50) 
writes: 

"In late August 1969, the Department 

of Correctional Services of the Canadian 
Province of Ontario introduced for the 
first time, a systematic temporary absence 
scheme for adult prisoners." (emphasis 
added). 

Fox seems to be guilty of "re-inventing the wheel" as he 
failed to take into account the works of Anderson and Lavell that 


dealt with what could be the first permanent Day Parole/Temporary 


Absence/Work Release program in North America. 
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Chapter III: Day Parole at Belmont 


The setting for the Study is described, where inmates des- 
tined for a period of Day Parole usually begin serving their 
sentences at the Fort Saskatchewan Correctional Institution. 
They were transferred to the Belmont Rehabilitation Center, from 
which they went on Day Parole. The Edmonton office of the 
National Parole Service facilitated the wishes of the institu- 
tional officials by authorizing the period of Day Parole. 

Particular attention is paid to the selection of Day 
Parolees. Prior to mid-1974, the key people in terms of decid- 
ing who was to be considered for Day Parole were the Social 
Worker/Counsellors at The Fort. Each of these officials had 
a large caseload for which they were responsible to counsel and 
to plan a program of activities. Out of the relationship between 
these officials and their inmates came a proposal to a Classi- 
fication Meeting where the first official consideration was 
given to Day Parole for an inmate. The officials at The Fort 
at this time had a great deal of discretion in terms of taking 
the matter of Day Parole further or letting the issue die in the 
cell-block or dorm. 

In late 1974, Alberta's Ombudsman was asked to review the 
procedures relative to the granting of Day Parole. He found a 
variety of forms and procedures were used throughout the Province. 
The Ombudsman recommended that Day Parole application and selec- 
tion procedures be standardized. They were. From then on, any 
inmate could apply for Day Parole at any time in his sentence. 
The application went directly to the National Parole Board in 


Ottawa. As a result of these procedural changes, the Social 
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Worker/Counsellors at The Fort had been divested of much of 
their informal authority in terms of selecting Day Parolees. 
The Social Worker/Counsellors now could only offer a recommen- 
dation for or against the granting of Day Parole. 

The weekly Classification Meeting at The Fort also became 
a recommending body rather than a quasi-decision-making body 
in terms of Day Parole applications.» \In«the Spring of 1975 when 
much of the data for this Study was collected, the inmates could 
apply for Day Parole directly to the National Parole Board, not 
indirectly through the Social Worker/Counsellor and/or the 
Classification Meeting. The staff at The Fort and the Parole 
Officer forwarded their recommendations to the Parole Board for 
final decision. 

The author attended a series of Classification Meetings 
at The Fort at which consideration was given to the cases of a 
number of inmates who had applied for Day Parole. Notes were 
taken in longhand as to the proceedings. In terms of the types 
of information presented for consideration, the length of time 
left to serve was mentioned most often. This indicates one of 
the most important selection criteria was the time element. The 
next item mentioned most often was the inmate assessment. This 
amounts.to. an estimation by correctional officials as to the 
"type of person" they were dealing with. Coupled with the per- 
sonal assessment was consideration of the inmates' charge, 
sentence, age, family background, use of alcohol/drugs and his 
criminal record, in that order. 


Most of this information was factual and largely objective 
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in nature as oppesee to information of a subjective nature where 
considerable judgement was required. 

In terms of the length of time taken to reach a decision 
and the number and position of the contributors, a few officials 
(mainly the Classification Officer) processed a few pieces of 
information in a few minutes. 

In addition to selecting Day Parolees in a group setting, 
individual Social Worker/Counsellors are called upon to make 
recommendations for or against Day Parole. Five of these 
officials at Fheveaee plus the Parole Officer were interviewed 
by the author concerning how they selected "good Day Parole 
material" from their caseload. A clear picture of a good can- 
didate for Day Parole emerged: he is a first offender with a 
good prospect of a job or educational opportunity and who has 
a desire to "improve himself". Implied, of couse, is that the 
man is not a security risk or obvious danger to himself or the 
community. Again, most of this information is of a factual 
nature, where "judgement calls" are limited. 

The individual officials also have a clear picture of who 
is’"poor Day’ Patole material”. “He has” committed a-sex=of fence 
or other violent offence and/or who intends to continue commit- 
ting offences.” This man is “not serious’- he is playing’ games". 
For these cases, the officials rely heavy on their personal 
judgement of the applicant rather on information of a more 
Factual nature. 

There is often another stage in tne process of selecting 


men for Day Parole. This phase occurs at the Center and also 
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involves the recommendations of individual officials plus a for- 
mal meeting. 

The author attended a series of these meetings, taking 
notes of the proceedings. As with The Fort meeting, the time 
element was mentioned most frequently. Other information in- 
Pleded the man's employability, procedural explanations, the 
man's conduct reports and his program of activities at the 
Center. Most of the information brought up at the meeting was 
of a factual, non-judgemental nature. In terms of the time per 
case plus the number and position of the contributors to the 
proceedings, a few people (usually the Center's Director) took 
a few minutes to process a few pieces of information. 

The individual Social Worker/Counsellors were in general 
agreement that a "good Day Parole candidate" was a "good guy - 
someone with character" who had a job waiting or else really 
wanted to work. Most of the qualities they looked for in this 
regard required "judgement calls", not assessments based on more 
objective, factual information. 

"Poor Day Parole" material was reported to refer to a man 
who was lazy, at the Center only to have a good time and whose 
conduct was "below average". Once again, the Social Worker/ 
Counsellors relied heavily on information requiring a great 
deal of personal judgement on their part. 

A comparison of the meetings at The Fort and the Center 
indicates equal dependence on information concerning the inmate's 
personal assessment and his situation in the community. The 


Fort was far more concerned with the legalities of a case than 
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the Center while organizational matters were mere frequently 
mentioned at the Center. 

Both meetings relied heavily on information where the in- 
dividual judgements of staff members were, extremely important. 

Both meetings took approximately the same length of time 
to consider a case. 

The chairperson of each meeting (a Classification Officer 
at The Fort and the Director at the Center) was the dominant 
figure and more officials usually contributed at The Fort meet- 
ings than the meetings at the Center. 

In deciding on "good Day Parole material" the staff at The 
Fort relied nearly equally on the inmate's legal status, his 
community situation and the inmate's personal and conduct assess- 
ment. The staff at the Center relied mainly on the inmate's 
community situation. The staff at The Fort reached conclusions 
on "good cases" mainly on the basis of factual information 
whereas the staff at the Center relied heavily on "judgement 
GadeLc't . 

To the officials at The Fort, a "poor case" was judged 
according to the man's assessment and his legal status. Staff 
at the Center also relied heavily on their assessment of the 
man but. also on his community situation. At both institutions, 
but spanticulanly»at -the Center,,,the staff relied heavily on 
subjective material to reach a negative decision. 

In. coneclusion, with the. absence,of official or formal 
guidelines for selection, informal and unofficial items are 


very important. Selection, then, is not under the direction of 
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law but rather under the direction of custom. It is not a pre- 
cise, uniform or simple task. Instead, it is a complex process 
subject to the influences of person perception, group dynamics, 
individual philosophies of Day Parole, bureaucratic concerns 
and the varying pressures of the overall goals of the Criminal 
Justice System. 

Once Day Parole was granted, the officials at the Center 
were notified. They in turn informed the inmate. The Day 
Parole documents were explained to and signed by the inmate, 
who at that point was ready to go to work. Some of the men 
located a job themselves while others relied on "Joint Jobs" 
often available through the Center. 

With employment secured, the Day Parolees began the routine 
of gaing to work in the morning and returning to the Center in 
the evening. They usually travelled by bus. Most evenings were 
free, allowing the men to take part in group or individual 
~ecreational activities. The men had lockers to store their 
"street clothes" in. The men were periodically searched upon 
returningtito\the Center;® sovvere’ their’ Lockers. 

Each Day Parolee was allowed three dollars per day for 
expenses in the community. They were charged four dollars 
per day for room and board. All money earned by the men was 
to bedgivénritoethe Centeroforedeposi te%iny their <tristraccounts. 
All expenses had to be approved by the Director. 

The Center was responsible for the daily operation of the 
Program. Parole Service officials did not usually become in- 


volved unless a violation occurred. When this happened, Day 
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Parole was usually suspended until disciplinary action was taken. 


If the man was returned to The Fort for a violation, the Parole 
Service immediately terminated the Day Parole Certificate. 

Most men successfully completed their period of Day Parole. 
Having fulfilled the required period of imprisonment, they were 
discharged from the Center. The Parole Officer and the Center 
prepared concluding reports and the case was considered offici- 
ally closed. 

Chapter IV: Evaluation and Statistical Analysis 

This part of the Study tested certain claims about the 
alleged benefits of Day Parole and it also statistically ana- 
lyzed certain data available from official records. 

Evaluation 

Day Parole is said to enable a man to have funds upon his 
release from incarceration. In this Study, a Sample of thirty 
men were released with a mean of two hundred and fifty dollars. 
In an absolute sense, the claim is validated. Ina relative 
sense, however, it is not, because half the men studied were re- 
leased with less than one hundred and twenty-five dollars. This 
sum of money will not go very far toward the purchase of food, 
clothing, shelter and entertainment during the immediate post- 
release period. 

Day Parole is said to enable a family man to support his 
dependents. Of the thirty men studied, twelve had families 
or other dependents. They contributed a total of $1647 to these 
dependents. Five family men did not contribute to the support 


of their families. Two men made contributions of an unknown 
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amount. The five who did send money home averaged $329.00. 
The median was $200.00. One man sent home $1027.00. This 
represents sixty-two per cent of the total contributions. 
Therefore, only one man of the twelve supported his family to 
any large extent. As a result this claim does not receive 
much support in this Study. 

Day Parole is said to enable a man to earn money and pay 
his debts. Only six of the thirty men in this Study made debt 
payments. The range was $30 to $475 with a mean of $178 and 
a median of $96. Assuming that all the men had at least some 
debts in the community this claim is only partially confirmed. 

Day Parole is said to enable an offender to make restitu- 
tion to his victim. In this Sample, only two dollars restitu- 
tion Wie made and it was made to the Center for damage to Govern- 
ment property. This claim does not receive any support in this 
Study. 

Day Parole is said to allow a man to keep the job he had 
berore going to prison. * Of the wen studied Nere, twelve’ men 
were employed at the time of sentence. Six of these men had 
the same job on Day Parole as before. This represents a 50-50 
chance of retaining a job. 

Day Parole is said to enable a man to have a job upon 
release from prison. In this Study, half of the men who worked 
kept their job for a time after they left the Center. Two stayed 
at the job only a few days, four stayed on between cne and two 


months and six men were still at their job at least four months 


after release from the Center. 
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Day Parole is said to allow a man to retain his earning 
power. By comparing reported earnings before Day Parole and 
sdnatitas while on Day Parole, it was found that half of the men 
-studied retained the same or similar earning power. 

Day Parole is said to help an inmate learn The Work Ethic. 
The realities of life in an institution, however, severely 
restrict the responsibilities of the men. Even as full-time 
workers they have very little chance to go to work on their 
own, attend social events, go for a beer after work or handle 
their own money. The men preferred their present jobs to being 
in prison all day but half the men considered their Day Parole 
job worse than their usual job. The achievement of the Work 
Ethic is constantly hampered by practices associated with the 
smooth and efficient running of an institution. 

Day Parole is said to allow a man to retain his job skills 
and/or develop new ones. Two-thirds of the men were unskilled 
and these men reported they generally did not learn new skills 
on their Day Parole job. One-third of the men were semi-skilled. 
Most of them report they could use their skills on the Day Parole 
job and most reported they were also learning new skills. The 
claim;*then;°isssupporteds to.a Largedextentdfor mengwath at 
least some skills to offer an employer. For men without skills 
however, the claim is not substantiated. 

The eight available variables, when cross-tabulated, yielded 
a mass of data that defies a brief summary. Therefore, in this 


part of the Study, only the principle findings will be reviewed. 
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From December 1968 to December 1974, there were 1294 in- 
mates granted Day Parole from the Center. Two-thirds were 
under twenty-five years of age. Over time, the men selected 
were younger. 

Approximately one-quarter of the men were Native, and they 
tended to be slightly older than White Day Parolees. 

Most of the men were serving sentences between six and 
twelve months imprisonment. Over time, those selected for 
Day Parole were serving longer sentences. The older men tended 
to be serving shorter sentences than the younger Day Parolees. 
Native Day Parolees tended to be serving shorter sentences 
than White Day Parolees. 

One-third of the men were on Day Parole for less than one 
month. Nearly ninety per cent were on Day Parole less than 
three months. Men serving longer sentences tended to be on 
Day Parole longer. Younger men were on Day Parole longer and 
so were White Day Parolees. Over time, the length of Day 
Bite cigicrdacod slightly. 

Nearly eighty per cent of the Day Parolees worked. The 
rest most often went to high school. Over time, employment be- 
came more important. Those who worked tended to be older than 
those who went to school. Most of the Native Day Parolees 
worked. Most of the White Day Parolees worked, too, and they 
dominated the Education category. Those on short Day Parole 
were most likely to work whereas for longer periods of Day 
Parole, the men were nearly as likely to attend school as work. 


The longer the sentence, the more likely the Day Parolee would 


attend school. 
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Nearly ninety per cent successfully completed the Day 
Parole experience without getting in trouble. For those who 
did violate, it was most likely due to drinking alcohol. If 
a man was to violate Day Parole, his chances were highest dur- 
ing the first quartile of the Day Parole period. The first 
few days seems to be the most crucial period. There was a 
fluctuating violation rate over the years. The younger men 
were more likely to successfully complete Day Parole than older 
men. Both Native and White generally had the same success 
rate. 

The longer the sentence, the less likely the man would 
complete Day Parole satisfactorily. Similarly, the longer the 
period of Day Parole, the greater likelihood of failure. Those 
who worked and those who attended school had about the same 
success rate. 

Half of the men earned less than three hundred dollars. 
Younger men tended to make more money than older Day Parolees. 
Over time, the earnings increased noticeably. White Day Parolees 
tended to earn more money than Native Day Parolees. Naturally, 
the longer the period of Day Parole, the more money earned 
generally. 

A great many of these relationships varied from one condi- 
tion to another. Nearly all measures of association were weak, 
ranging from 0.0 to 0.45. While many of the variations were of 
interest, none of them pointed to grossly discriminating prac- 
tiees) dm terms of ager race. 

Other records show that over time, the Program relied less 


on construction jobs for the men and became involved in a wider 
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range of types of jobs: "Joint Jobs" played an important part 
in the employment aspects of the Program. 


Chapter \V: Exploring Neglected Aspects 


This part of the Study was designed to explore areas of the 


Day Parole experience that have been neglected by previous re- 
searchers. The men on Day Parole see the Program as a way of 
getting out of prison, even if only temporarily, and making some 
money. The regulations and rules governing their conduct are 
viewed as a "pain in the ass" and are largely seen as a price 
they are willing to pay to get out of prison. The men generally 
are not motivated to apply for Day Parole out of rehabilitative 
concerns but more from a desire to avoid and alleviate the pains 
of imprisonment. 

The businessmen who hire Day Parolees speak favorably of 
the performance of these men. They generally work well, show 
up to work on time and are well-rested each day. They get 
along well with the other employees. In many ways, the unskilled 
Day Parolees that work at the "Joint Jobs" provided by, the 
employers interviewed in this Study are considered to be better 
employees than workers available off the street. These employers 
need a steady supply of unskilled labor and the men on Day Parole 
at the Center represent a readily available source that meets 
this need. 

By and large, the general public knows little about Day 
Parole. Those in close contact with the Program and the Day 
Parolees seem to support the idea. Co-workers of Day Parolees 


are not bothered by the presence of a criminal in their midst. 
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Indeed, they are rather curious of Day Parole and prison condi- 
tions. The criticism of Day Parole seems to come from those 
who are not very close to the Program or the people it involves 
and those who are persuaded by the punishment aims of the Justice 
System. 

Being on Day Parole places the men in a unique position 
in terms of role and status. The two hats the men on Day 
Parole wear place considerable strain, pressure and tension on 
them. The Program officials are aware of this strain in a gen- 
eral fashion. They see evidence of the pressure and resulting 
coping behavior back at the Center. The employers do not see 
Signs of the tension. The men on Day Parole readily identified 
the strain. They experience feelings of alienation, excitement 
and confusion. The tension is most pronounced at the start of 
the Day Parole period. During the middle phase of the period 
the tension has subsided. At this point the men easily dna 
back and forth into the roles of inmate and free citizen every 
day. Toward the end of Day Parole, the pressure re-emerges. 
The feeling of excitement is particularly strong - they are 
nearly finished their sentence. The desire to "fool around" 
is adequately curbed by the threat of losing remission and 
possibly going back to The Fort. The threat of continued im- 
prisonment is a very effective deterrent at this point in the 
sentence. 

The men cope with this pressure generally either by with- 
drawing to themselves and playing one- role at ‘a time or, con- 


versely, by trying to blend both roles together. 


-tbnos nosing bao’ myer: iniien evoitws teri 27 
seond mort: smos of nuevo? ‘sfore4 pais . 
gevlovnt 4£ slqosq edd 19 ‘mexgo79 sed °o 


ssiteul ed Woo embe dnemrednga’ ‘odd NG pebevereq’eae ons + 
idea og ee 4a gti wo < “ 
noitiecq euvpinus & nt nom afd seaslq: slosh xed, not 
ye no nem offs etat owd ott .eusste-bnéerer | 
ne nolenss bos eivees7q: nies: o{derebienoa, seta ° 
-nsp 8 ni ntetie eid Yo e1swe e718 ele fokT19) nangor9 9 
onid luce bne etueesetgq. eng Vo eonsbive aoe edt coin 
sbe jon ob e19yoloms) eAT -tsdned edt ds sload 3 . nie 
beititnebs udishiline alors? yed) no new ‘oat Avo hened ond: 
tnemestoxe ,noitensifs Yo eprtiises? sonetreqxe vente. iN 
to Juste elt te beonyvonnTy trom’ ei ‘no rened! edhe: at pi a 
boiieq eid To eseng —_—-* any | eninuOs vbetesm aaa ot 
qgile yitess atid add. “tdiog eunn JA .bebiedue! eed’ a 
y1eve neskiis esit bas edamni-to: aeiox ond soy hey me 
-Septems-s87 srveestg’ sd) yalore® wad. Yor bre tid don 
eis yeds = paeant yinelusktasq: ek tnomedioxe. Ao. grates 
“ybavors Loot” ot eaigab art © seonednse abedd bedeimir. x 
brea ndidetae® prieol Yo. toorstd ant Xa bodau9 Praneer , 
-mi beunitnos to tasids ont: ‘32043 ofl od soloed pniogy spr 
‘edd ni tnieq ons je Snernedeb ev i398776: Tew 5 ei Jnemnoeiag 


x= 


4 


Parcs Le elas (ge yee ae .sgnednes: | 
_ <dtiw yd terdis sebiess Scie vequeestq eins dtiw ‘sqoo nem edt Ri 
97 eno gniyelg bre ov Lozmerti of eniwmab 
| ester Adod bie fd od panvas i ao Resta 


=ned , 10 anid s te 


~tant 


‘ a | Ui ace: 
é ‘ ; > ap. a ; ; : 4 "a * . a iF 4 - 
SS mre wha 1, 1 Aa pe yee 
ae ra aa Se ve i 


The Present study and Other Research 


In terms of other research, this Study confirms Root's 
(1973) conclusion that institutional concerns play a key part 
in eligibility and participation. Like Fox (1971) found, selec- 
tion te often based on favorable or unfavorable assessments of 
the applicant's personality. As with Cooper (1970), most em- 
ployers were pleased with the job performance of the Day Parolees. 
These men were a valuable pool of unskilled labor. Similarly, 
the men with successful employment histories before going to 
prison were more likely to be selected and benefit from the 
experience. 

In this Study, most of the men were unskilled and half of 
the men had jobs paying less than they usually made. This con- 
firms the findings of Rudoff et al (1973) and Crispino (1974) 
that Day Parole rarely enhances a man's employability. In 
most cases, the occupational status, be it high or low, is per- 
petuated and for some, it is downgraded. 

Rudof f teti alo(1973)r and: Waldoe ets alti(d 9759. referptona 
lower, more negative self-image associated with the Day Parole 
experience. The present Study has documented the presence of 
role strain for the men on Day Parole. The start and the finish 
of- the Day Parole experience seems to be where the strain is 
greatest. At these points, the men are least sure of which 
hat to wear - their prison hat or their hard hat. This may 
well explain their lower, more negative self-image. 

Like Davies et al (1972), it was found that the daily 
operation of the Program rested with the institutional officials. 


The involvement of the National Parole Service was largely to 
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facilitate the temporary release of prisoners recommended by 
institutional authorities. The inter-agency cooperation in 
Manitoba is very similar to that in Alberta. 

This Study differs from Davies et al (1972) and Crispino 
(1974) in terms of the inmate's interest in Day Parole. In 
their studies, financial and social reasons, respectively, were 
cited most frequently. In this Study, the desire to get out 
of prison was a prime motivating factor. Each study used in- 
terviews with Day Parole/Temporary Absence participants yet 
came up with different results. This may indicate biased in- 
terpretations of the reports of the men. 

Future gethe, 38 

Research on the Day Parole experience is very limited al- 
though some jurisdictions are now permitting and funding re- 
search into particular programs. Certainly more studies in 
terms of recidivism would help expand what is known about the 
impact of Day Parole on future criminality. A study of the 
Day Parole decision making processes of the National Parole 
Board would be relevant. A close look at what happens to men 
as they go through the Day Parole experience would throw addi- 
tional light on the nature of the strain of being on Day Parole. 

A more detailed look at the dynamics of the first few days 
of Day Parole would provide 5 iow picture of why this period 
is so crucial to the success or failure of Day Parole. This 
type of research would have direct application to such programs 
and could point to ways that could reduce the vulnerability of 


men on Day Parole to "goofing up" at this time. 
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The need for monitoring Day Parole programs must be em- 
phasized. Just to get a man out to work even though he is in 
prison is commendable but not to follow through on such items 
as restitution, debt payments and family support seems to rob 
Day Parole of much of its potential. Perhaps a Day Parole 
Contract between the authorizing body and the inmate that 
specifies what the man shall do in addition to what he shall 
not do would help the Program better achieve its objectives. 
Conclusion 

Just where Day Parole/Temporary Absence/Work Release fits 
into the Correctional System and the extent to which it is imple- 
mented seems to depend on the people in charge of Corrections. 
Several American authors refer to the fact that although Work 
Release legislation has been on the books for many years, many 
jurisdictions have not acted on it enthusiastically. This also 
holds true to some extent in Canada. Day Parole/Temporary 
Absence in Canada occurs at a point in the Correctional System 
between imprisonment and freedom. In a sense, the participant 
is in "no-man's land". Fox (1971:61) nicely captures the 
dilemma of Day Parole: 

"If a man is trusted to leave jail, 

go to his place of work, return: to 
jail “Ln. the; evening, seurnh in, his 
earnings to pay for his upkeep, to 
support his family, to pay his fines, 
and to accumulate savings for his 
release, why then can he not be trust- 
ed to do all these things under pro- 
bation or parole supervision, but 

in freedom?" 


Perhaps those in charge of contemporary Corrections may 


wish to consider implementing the Community Corrections concept 
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one step further. Instead of having the prisoner on Day 
Parole/Temporary Absence under the supervision of a prison and 
returning there daily, consideration might be given to having 
the prisoner under the supervision of a person in the community. 
The man could then go home each night and he would be account- 
able not directly to a prison but to a person, a community 
custodian. 

But, then, that would be "re-inventing the wheel". Lavell 


did this very thing tn Onvargomin the: 1920" s, 
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FOOTNOTES 


Anderson (1957:46) reports that this type of arrangement 
was extensively used in Ontario's Extra Mural Permit 
system, 1913-1932. 
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APPENDIX I 


EXPLANATORY STATEMENT 


The following statement was read to the men on Day Parole 
after they had initially agreed to talk to the author about 
Day Pecos!) The statement was read in the privacy of one of 
the offices at the Center, with only the Day Parolee and the 
author present. 

"I am from the Corrections Program at the University of 
Alberta and I am doing a study about Day Parole. Part of this 
research involves a description of the Day Parole program - how 
it is set up, how it operates and who is involved. Then I 
want to look at such things as the jobs the Day Parolees have, 
the public reaction to the program and finally what Day Parole 
means to the inmates. To get this information, I will be in- 
terviewing some of the staff at Belmont, some of the staff at 
the Fort, Phe National Parole Officer, some of the employers 
who hire Day Parolees and hopefully all of the people on Day 
Parole. There will be one interview with each Day Parolee and 
these interviews will be strictly confidential. 

Once the information is gathered, names will not be used 
at all. I am not in any way officially connected with the Day 
Parole program or with any agency officially involved with in- 
mates or parolees. In previous years I have worked as a Pro- 
bation Officer and as a Parole Officer. I am doing this study 
for a thesis which is part of the requirements for a Master's 


degree from the University. Do you have any questions you want 
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Study? 
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APPENDIX II 


Selection of the Sample of Day Parolees 


The method of selecting a sample of Day Parolees to repre- 
sent the population as a whole was governed by the principle of 
"what was available" rather than more acceptable emperical pro- 
cedures. It would have been possible to draw a random sample 
from the Day Parole Population up to the end of 1974 (N=1294) 
and thef*fefer tad*the Inmate Filé's*foft \eértarn data? +The 
procedure was not adopted, however, because the data on file was 
poorly suited to the needs of this Study. It was therefore 
decided to rely primarily on interview data and only secondarily 
on file data. 

To try and locate a random sample of men who had been on 
Day Parole would have proven to have been an overwhelming task and, 
given the nature of some of the data, the passage of time would 
probably have rendered many of the questions impossible to 
answer. It was therefore decided to select a "live" sample, a 
group of men who were on Day Parole at the same time the 
author was conducting the Study. 

The author decided that thirty Day Parolees would be enough 
for the purposes of this Study. Detailed information both from 
thirty interviews and thirty files could be handled easily and 
it was presumed that more general concerns, such as’ the explor- 
atory parts of the Study, could be adequately investigated through 
thirty men on Day Parole. 

As a result, it was decided to compose the Sample of a 


block of thirty Day Parolees. Selection was started as of 
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March 10, 1975 when the author was ready to begin interviewing. 
At that time, a list of all men on Day Parole at the Center was 
developed. Their expected date of release was recorded and as 
the men neared the last week of their sentence they were con- 
tacted at the Center by the author for the purpose of the 
interview. As new men were granted Day Parole, their names 
and expiry dates were added to the list. Using this method 
a list totalling forty-one Day Parolees was drawn up. 

It was not possible to interview everyone on the list. 
One man violated nee Day Parole and was returned to The Fort. 
Three men were known as "6 and 1". They were on Day Parole 
in the community for six complete days, returning only one 
evening per week to the Center. Since their circumstances were 
quite different from the rest of the Day Parolees it was decided 
not to include them in the Sample. Three Day Parolees were re- 
leased on Full Parole before they could be interviewed. Qne 
man was released on humanitarian grounds thirteen days before 
his sentence expired so he was unavailable for interview. Another 
Day Parolee who previously had lost some remission earned it 
back by, performing extra cleaning duties at the Center and was 
released prior to the date anticipated by the author. One Day 
Parolee declined to be interviewed. He said he was being re- 
leased the next morning and wanted to spend the evening finish- 
ing up some hobby material he was working on. The planned inter- 
viewing schedule was completed without requiring the assistance 
of one man. Thus, thirty of a possible 41 Day Parolees on Day 
Parole between March 10, 1975 and May. 31, 1975 made up. the 


Sample for this Study. Of the eleven not interviewed, nine 
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were not available, one was not needed and only one declined 
to take part in an interview. These thirty men, then, formed 
the basis around which Chapters Four and Five of this Study 
were organized. | 

The interviews were not conducted under ideal circumstances. 
The Center's Director would not allow the author to contact the 
men at work nor could they be interviewed en route to the Center. 
Tape recording the interviews was not permitted. Therefore, 
the only available place for the interview was at the Center. 
The only available method of recording the interviews was long- 
hand. 

The author deemed it unwise to spend a lot of time around 
the Center. It was felt this would have jeopardized the entire 
Study in that only minimum disruption of the usual routines at 
the Center would be tolerated. While the reception of the 
author by the staff was far from hosbines some of the staff 
were not especially obliging, especially to requests that dis- 
rupted the usual way of doing things. Locating inmates in the 
evening for an interview with "some guy from the University" was 
seen by some as quite a disruption. The author decided to main- 
tain as low a profile as possible in order not to alienate the 
staff. Without their cooperation the Study would not have been 
possible at all. 

Some of the staff, particularly the Social Workers and one 
senior official, were very interested in the author's work. 

They were interested in other Day Parole programs and we had 
many interesting discussions centered around the literature 


available on Day Parole. Most of the staff appeared to be 
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neutral to the author's presence and his task. Some staff, 
particularly some of the custodial staff, seemed to the author 
to be only marginally tolerant. In the presence of these men, 
the author felt very much an outsider. 

The relationship between the author and the Day Pees 
was far from ideal in terms of gathering data about their 
activities and feelings. We did not know each other at all un- 
til we found ourselves in an interview room together. Given 
the routines the Day Parolees had to follow by virtue of their 
imprisonment, there was very little opportunity to get to 
know each other before the interview. Their respectively 
short period of involvement in the correctional process also 
added to the unfavorable circumstances. We did not have pre- 
vious common experiences on which to base our relationship and 
our subsequent discussions. Even though this Study relied 
heavily on data obtained from one interview, it was under the 
circumstances the best arrangement possible. fThe author had to 
balance this Study somewhere between the demands of conducting 
research in this particular institutional setting and conduct- 
ing research under more suitable conditions< such as those 
recommended by Irwin (1972). 

The interviews with the men on Day Parole were conducted 
in one of the staff offices at the Center. Most were held in 
the evening, after the men had returned from work, changed 
clothes and had supper. Some men were interrupted from recrea- 
tional activities yet all but one was willing to forego these 
activities in favor of talking with the author. The men were 


paged to a centrally-located Control Room by the custodial staff. 
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They were met there by the author, advised of the purpose of 
the meeting and asked to take part. We then went to a near-by 
office where a more complete explanation was offered (see 
Appendix 1). 

The interview then proceded at a leisurely pace, giving 
each man plenty of time to respond to the questions. Each 
answer was paraphrased by the author and written down in the 
Form of brief notes. Immediately following the meeting the 
author reviewed the notes, expanding and clarifying them. The 
author also made notes about his feelings toward the interview 
concerning the apparent cooperativeness and interest of the 
respondant. 

Just what the men thought of the interviews is not known. 
For them, it was a "one-shot affair", with no contact with the 
author before or after the interview. At the time of the in- 
terviews several men reported they had heard the author was 
talking to Day Parolees about being on Day Parole and indicated 
they were looking forward to ae CUE tte 

After the interviews, several men wanted to hear more about 
the Study and about Day Parole in other jurisdictions. Whether 
their participation over and above the actual interview was 
sparked by a sincere interest in such matters or by the pros- 
pect of doing something different, and thereby breaking their 
normal routine, is not known. 

A review of the author's notes as to his feelings about 
each interview reveals that for the most part, the men were 


seen as cooperative, pleasant, and communicated their responses 
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clearly. Three men were initially suspicious about the questions 
they would be called upon to answer. They were given a copy of 
the questionnaire and allowed to read it over before the ques- 
tions commenced. It was made clear to all men that they were 
not obliged in any way to remain in the room for the interview. 
They were free to leave any time they wished. Nobody did. Some 
of the men were more difficult to interview than others. Some 
elaborated clearly on their answers while others often answered 
"yes" or "no". Some were easily distracted by sights and sounds 
outside the interview room but most were attentive to the 
matters at hand. 

A number of men asked the author for help. One man wanted 
to know about his period of Probation after his sentence was 
over. Another wanted to know if the author could find him a 
job. One man wondered if the author might know whether he 
would lose some "good time" because he came back drunk from 
work a few days previously. Another man wondered what the 
author thought of why people get into trouble. 

The men interviewed for this Study were very cooperative. 
They seemed to understand the questions and answered these 
questions quite clearly. No one was hostile toward the author 
or the questions raised. 

Attentiveness and apparent interest in the interview seemed 
to be present in all but a few cases. The interviews generally 
proceded smoothly and there was not a noticeable balking at any 
of the questions. This would seem to indicate that the areas 
covered in the interviews were not threatening or overly sensi- 


tive. The men seemed quite at ease once the interviews got 


underway. 
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Because of the "one-shot" nature of the interviews it was 
not possible to compare the responses at different times.> 
We are.left.to rely,exclyusively, onthe contents.of one.inter- 
view per man at one DOLQt.ib time, 

In the absence of obvious "bull-shit", the author has con- 
cluded that the information obtained from the Day Parolees in 
this Study can be largely accepted at face value. The possi- 
bility of distortions and "bull-shit" does exist and as a re- 
sult some caution is necessary in accepting the comments and 
interpretations of the Day Parolees. But, as Irwin (1972:126) 
notes: 

"If the context in which people obtain 
information is not normal, they may 
feel they ,are:being.lied to when, in 
fact, they are getting valid informa- 


tion, but from a shifted perspective." 


To automatically discount what the Day Parolees have to 


say, then, is to rob a great deal from our potential to develop 


a little better understanding of this part of the world 


corrections. 
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FOOTNOTES 


At every opportunity the author spoke of the nature of the 
Study to staff members so that the word could be spread as 
to who the stranger. was and what he was doing. Special 
efforts were taken by the author to ensure that whenever 
inmates were within hearing distance, comments about the 
University, Sociology and Research on Day Parole was made. 
This was done in .the hopes that the author would be seen 

as a researcher and not as part of the correctional system. 
In addition, the author had coffee with the Day Parolees 
in the evening whenever possible. 


This study was the first piece of research conducted at the 
Centre and as such represents something of an achievement. 
Better circumstances will have to wait for other times. 


It was possible to compare certain interview data, such as 
occupation, age, marital status and education with official 
records on the inmate file. While there were occasional 
discrepancies such as a one year difference in education, 
what the men reported to the author and what was on their 
files was basically the same. 
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APPENDIX III 
Profile of the Day Parole Sample (N=30) 


Age. Range..........-l/7 years to 38 years 
Modeinig .2uen ..218> years 
Median.........20 years 
MEAN ss sicsiivies es 2lsG YOans 


Education. Range..........Grade 7 to 1 year Technical 
Institute (13 years) 
Modest ie.cr .o%. ..8 Grade? 10 
Median..t.%....Grade-10 
Meanees.en 0.8 Gradev9 .9 


Residence When Sentenced. 
CT UV SORE ese elo Cty per cent) 
POURS «. weaeciee'e 2° (29 per cent, 


Marital Status. 
Singlesr.ts.42eb7 "(57 (per cent.) 
Divotced. isss0es2s(.7s+per%cent) 
Married. cos «. 6 (20 per cent) 
Common’ Law..... 5) (17 per cent) 


Offences. 


Number 
Range&bittieg...1l.to.36 
Modey neces WZ 
Medbantetscssc6Z2s5 
MeEaMeccccccvece 4.3 
fobabi ty. «esses 1350 

Type: Property Offences 
Breakoand.Entorsssscss...t. 84) 06406l percent ) 
Possession Stolen dalegiie % 6 (4.6 per cent) 
TheftiUnder.$200..sc06...h.\67(4.6%pefGént ) 
TREFt Over eo 200%). cnc « 2 CL. 5>-per cent) 
Take Motor Vehicle Withoues 

COnSent...2sss se ol (0.6 per cent) 

False Pretences.....<s.c2250 6 (4,6 per. cent) 
Uttering Forged Document... 1 (0.8 per cent) 
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Willful Damages......... 1 (0.8 per cent) 


MGCAV sci ekeresesass ces 1O7\ (822 3P per Ceent ) 


Drinking and/or Driving 


Dangerous Driving...... 1 (0.8 per cent) 
Fail to Provide Breath 
BANS eatatemetelevs. «7 «i's eve) s 
Disqualified Driving... 
Driving Over .08 blood 
Gleoho he srt sa he ees 


(0.8 per cent) 
(3.1 per cent) 


ef Fr 


(3.1 per cent) 
RGtay. Leese ees eel C757 pericéat) 


Drug 


Possession of a Narco- 
CPEs tees ees2tece:. 9744(3.1 per cent) 
Possession of a Restric- 
Sted DTUGie. ssc. as) 1 (0.8. per cent) 
Possession of a Narco- 
tic for the Purposes 
of +-Traffiking: ¢iss2.¥ 49($791 per cent) 


TOCA sc csatecizazezsrs.*% 9 (6.9 per cent) 


Other 
Assault Causing Bodily 

HAP GiiuG cae Clee eee MOTO IDer yCennt.,) 
APSO ssastsaesriczceace. 4 TP(O88 per cent) 
Fapy-to*appearisacress.+ 2 (1.5 per cent) 


TOCA) s ceceeecesecteecs. ©*& (3.1 per cent) 


Usual Occupations 


General Laborer....... 11 (36.6 per cent) 
Medical Pensioner..... 1 ( 3.3 per cent) 
TEGCKINGs 22s eee bse 28 63 2 ( 6.6 per cent) 
WEPding@setee sce sa s22 3 (10 per cent) 

OT TOWRA G Gis wiewetars ete eter erase IC 3. oeper: cent) 
Pape F Bt Gi ce stetereisvcis tere la Soper cent ) 
Heavy Equip. Operator. Tl (3.5 per cent) 
CELDOMCOl acres tekeveie ss 6 2 ( 6.6 per cent) 
Sle plore e tveetle wits teats le 2 ( 6.6 per cent) 
GUM Sid Ciike ears serelot stone suc e.s eC 9.5. per cone) 
SOP VA COMEM s:« sterct.c.s es one 1 ( 3.3 per cent) 
Part SManes sce ats ss em 2 64 1 (3.3 per cent) 
UVa anc p yey hoary eso Re a 1 ( 3.3 per cent) 
STUNG libc si ecsce teense seer. ot I (oo. 5 per cemt) 
Wie 1 CLM «cyte ress tauel ep sie «cei 1 (353 per cent) 
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APPENDIX IV 


BELMONT REHABILITATION CENTER 
CONDITIONS OF DAY PAROLE 
and 


TEMPORARY ABSENCE PERMITS 


1. The National Parole Service authorizes all day paroles. 

Ls Jurisdiction is maintained by the Superintendent, NOT 
by the National Parole Service. 

Dye The contract signed outlines conditions and limits the 
location and time of parole. Permission must be obtained 
for any activity outside this area. 

4, Driving of vechicles to and from work is not permitted. 

or All cheques or cash acquired while on day parole must be 
presented to the Officer-in-Charge, in the same form in 
which it was received. 

6. Bank accounts will not be started or maintained while on 
day parole. 

‘he A maximum of $3.00 from the inmate's own account may be 
taken each day. Unused portions must be turned in. Money 
not declared is liable to confiscation. 

&. Any changes in schedule must be approved in advance by 
the institution. 

re The inmate is responsible for return to the institution 
when employment ceases or school is dismissed, etc. 

10. An inmate will not be permitted to quit his employment 
without prior approval from the institution. 

ll. Inmates fully employed while on day parole or temporary 
absence permit will be required to pay to general revenue 
a fee for room and board, as authorized by Order-in-Council. 

12. The use of drugs and/or alcohol is prohibited. 

KHHKHHHEKHHKHHHHHHKHEHHHKEHHH HH HHEK 
I AGREE TO ABIDE BY THESE CONDITIONS 
DATE: SIGNED: 
Witnessed: 
BRC #60 
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The National Parole Board has authorized temporary absences 
from the institution at the discretion and choice of the 


custodian, with or without escort, during the period extending. 


FROM: TO: 


FOR: an inmate of the 
Belmont Rehabilitation Centre, 


mon THE PURPOSE OF : 


AT: 

between the hours 

UF's EO: 

In accordance with this authority, this inmate is hereby 


authorized to be absent from this institution for the purpose 
outlined above. 


(Superintendent) 


I hereby agree to abide by all instructions given me by the 
custodian, and to return to the institution 


BY: 
I realize that I may be charged with "Being Unlawfully at 
Large"; Section 125(b), of the Criminal Code ig Tt fail to 


return at the time specified. 


I am aware that the use of alcohol or drugs is strictly 
prohibited. 


(Inmate's Signature) 


BRC #27 
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APPENDIX V 


PROGRAM OFFICIAL'S QUESTIONNAIRE 


Part i Nature of the Work 
QUESTION: 1. What is your official title? 
2. What do you do? What is your job? 


3. How does your job fit in with the others here? 
What do the others do? 


4. Can you describe an average day? 
Part 11: Public Reaction 
QUESTION: 9. What sort of reaction do you get from people 
in general when they find out you work in a 


correctional institution? 


6. What sort of reactions have you received from 
people about Day Parole in particular? 


Ve From your experience, what does the general 
public know about Day Parole? 


8. Have you had any complaints. from the public 
about the Day Parole Program or the people on 
Day Parole? Explain. 


oa What sort of feedback about Day Parole have 
you received from employers? 


1a) What do the inmates say about how they are 
treated at work? 


Part llls Philosophy of Day Parole 


QUESTION: ll. What do you see as the purposes and objectives 
- of Day Parole? 


Ze Do you see Day Parole as a right or a privilege? 


1 What do you see as the benefits/advantages of 
Day Parole? 


14. What do you see as the problems, difficulties 
and disadvantages of Day Parole? 


15. Do you think it is important that an inmate 


with dependents financially support them when 
he is on Day Parole? 
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Do you think it is important that a man on Day 
Parole pay room and board? 


Should all inmates have a chance to be on Day 
Parole? 


Who do you feel benefits most from being on Day 
Parole? 


How important do you feel the Day Parole exper- 
ience is during an inmate's sentence? 


Part IV; Selectionsof Day Parolees 


QUESTION: 20. 


Gls. 


ZLis 


What are the formal and official policy state- 
ments and regulations regarding eligibility and 
selection for Day Parole? 


How do you decide who to recommend for Day 
Parole? What things do you consider? 


How do you decide who not to recommend for Day 
Parole? 


Part V: Strain 


QUESTION: 23. 


24. 


Does being on Day Parole place any special 
pressure, strain or tension on the inmates? 


How do they handle it? 
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Part 1: 


QUESTION: 


Part 1l: 
QUESTION: 


Part. Lil: 
QUESTION: 


1 
2 
3, 
4, 


om 


6. 


12. 
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EMPLOYER'S QUESTIONNAIRE 


Nature of the Business 


What type of business does your firm conduct? 
How many employees do you have? 
What do they do? 


What jobs are the Day Parolees doing? 


Public Reaction 


How do the Day Parolees fit in and get along 
with the other employees? 


Do the Day Parolees mix well with the other 
employees or do they tend to keep to themselves? 


Do the other employees know about the prisoner 
status of the Day Parolees they work with? 


What happens when the employees find out that 
they are working with a man on Day Parole? 


Do the Day Parolees say anything about how they 
are being treated by their co-workers? 


Do any of your other employees complain/comment 
about working with Day Parolees? 


In your dealings with other businessmen do: you 
tell them of your experiences with Day Parolees? 


What has been their reaction? 


Employment Situation 


Ue 


14. 


L2s 


16. 


Li 


What sort of information do you get about each 
man from Belmont? 


Based on your knowledge of a Day Parolee's 
background and employment history, do you think 
the job he has with your firm is better than/ 
same as/ not as good as his previous ones? 


Do the Day Parolees learn new and important job 
skills that they did not have before? 


What do you consider to be the good points of 
having Day Parolees working for you? 


What do you consider to be the difficulties of 
having Day Parolees working for you? 


iva a 
Feven voy ob bynes: wo agit 
7 ie a7 8" ae 
Fi ~ 98 yeds ob Jadw af pe 
tb one ~~ DR. ‘7. i; oe 
Spriob noedionkh ach ffs wien? edot) dedi i 


SJoubneo mt. abst sunt ‘<ontin od: aT) ache rae 


pnole tep. bone ni FL? ees lore? obi aids 66) abh oe 
Teceyolome lerdal Asiv 
sieo hy 
tefip eft d3iw [Lew xkm eeslore4 “a arid of 42 
revisemedtt ot asew od bass yods ab eos meenn lee ue 
is : a Poe 
sencetiq eft suode won wonveious asrito edd of ¥ 
Sritiw saow yedd sseLoxrs9 “ad: ett to evsae ae 
> a5 i De 
teat duo batt esevolome end candy ensqaad tad 
Telors4 ye no nem s dtiw-pnidiow ers yond © 


edd wor duods ‘entddyne yee aselors4 yed"edt. off | 
Secedzowsoo aieds yd betaotd ented ems 


inammoo \nisalqmos mere goth yg Ao | 
feeelotsd yad adiw eniare 


ucy ob nemesenteud aedjo diiwv e ntLeeb yoy at 


seglote4 yeO ddiw seoneizedxe 7 to ment ? 
da do eM eel be dedw 
nec dh | seddeuuit anevoland eet? $209 
dse@ Sucds 36p voy ob oodianotot 49 dice jedwW: | sworTe 30D 
‘Sinonled nor* ham r 


, oe be 
a ‘orale yeQ 6 to eebelwonsl aquoy no beead at 
iniid voy ob ,ytotetd jnemyolqme bore bnvozpxced 
\neds tedied ei mrt? avoy ddiv esr si dot ert 
Yeane eveivetq ein es boop es jon \es emae 


a 


Jot, SeinSiemiead bins wor nisel eeehorss ysd edd od §.2f a 
Teroted ever ton bhi’ ves Jad ellinxe : =a 
to esdniog a sid ed of tebianos tie’ ob tenW 1a i 


Sugy 207 ents ew eoslois) eG pniven’ 


| a. 
>» 


370 


18. How would you rate the Day Parolees overall 
performance compared to your other employees? 
Better/Same/Not as good. 


19. Do you feel the Day Parolees take their work 
seriously or are they more concerned with doing 
just enough work to keep their job? 

20. Is this any different than the other employees? 

2th, Do you consider the Day Parolees to be as 
prompt and reliable as other employees? 
Better/Same/Not as good. 


22. Do you find that the Day Parolees require more/ 
less/same supervision as other employees? 


Part 1V: Employer's Philosophy of Day Parole 


QUESTION: 23. What are the goals, purposes, objectives and 
benefits of the Day Parole Program? 


24. To what extent do you become involved in the 
personal lives of the men on Day Parole? 


25. Why do you hire Day Parolees? 


26. Do you give Day Parolees special consideration 
when hiring or supervising them? 


27. Are you willing to keep Day Parolees on the 
payroll once their sentence is finished? 


28. How did you first come to know about Day Parole? 


29. What are some of the problems you find with the 
men on Day Parole or the Program itself? 


30. From your experience what do the men on Day 
Parole think about Day Parole? 


Part Vs Strain 


QUESTION: 31. Day Parole means a man is half-free and half 
in prison. Have you noticed any signs of 
pressure, tension or strain as a result of this? 
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Part I: 


Part II: 
QUESTION: 


Part III: 


QUESTION: 


KAY 


DAY PAROLEE'S QUESTIONNAIRE 


Personal Data 


L Name 

2. Age 

3. Education 

4, Residence when sentenced - city/town/rural 


5. Marital Status 
- single/married/separated/divorced/widowed/ 
common law 


- number of dependents? 

- how are your dependents being supported? 

- how much money do they receive? 

- how much money have you sent to support 
your dependents? 


Employment Situation Before Imprisonment 


6. What is your usual occupation? 


7. %In the six month period before being sentenced, 
how long were you employed? 


8. How many jobs did you have in this six month 
period? 


9. When you were working, how much did you earn 
per hour, week or month? 


10. When you were sentenced to gaol were you employed 


or unemployed at the time? 


11. Do you have any special job skills or have you 


taken any special training? 


Employment Situation While on Day Parole 
12. What is your present job? 


13. How much do you earn per week, hour or month? 
14. How long have you had this job? 


15. How many other jobs have you had since starting 
the Day Parole? 


16. Do you have the same job now as you had when you 
were sentenced? Same type of job? 
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32. 


See 


How did you locate your presente job? (Find 
it yourself/through the institution/other) 


How do you like your Day Parole job? (not at 
allfa little bit/pretty good/very good) 


How do you compare it with your usual job? 
(a lot better/a bit better/about the same/ 
a bit worse/a lot worse) 


Does your Day Parole job let you use your 
special job skills or training? (not at all/a 
little bit/quite a bit/very much) 


What do you see as the positive things about 
your Day Parole job? 


What do you see as the negative things about 
your Day Parole job? 


Are you learning any new job skills that you did 
not have before? (not at all/a few/many). 
Discuss. 


How useful do you consider these new skills to 
be in the future? (not very useful/a little 
bit/quite a bit/very useful) 


Do you intend to stay on your Day Parole job 
once your sentence is over? 


Are you going to use your Day Parole job as a 
reference for other jobs in the future? 


How do you feel about your boss or supervisor? 


Bi fy 


How do you compare him with other bosses (better/ 


worse/same) 
How do you feel about the people you work with? 


Has your boss or supervisor ever expressed 


‘satisfaction or dissatisfaction with your work? 


Are you allowed to take part in social events 
connected with your job? 


Has your boss or supervisor offered to keep you 
at the job after your sentence is over? 


At lunch time do you usually eat with the other 
workers or do you usually eat by yourself? 
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34, Do your co-workers know you are on Day Parole? 


35. What happens when someone finds out you are on 
Day Parole? 


36. How do you get back and forth to work? 


37. How often are the Day Parolees searched when 
returning to Belmont? 


38, How do the people at the bus stop react when 
the Day Parolees arrive? 


39, Do the passengers on the bus know about the 
Day Parolees? How do they react? 


40. What do you do in the evenings and on your 
days off? 


Part IV: Philosophy of Day Parole 
QUESTION: 41. What do you see as the benefits of Day Parole? 
42. In what ways has Day Parole helped you? 


43. What do you see as the difficulites of Day 
Parole? | 


44. What are some of the things that bother you 
about the Day Parole Program? 


45, How do you feel ASS the deductions made for 
room and board? 


46. Why were you interested in Day Parole at first? 


47, What did you hope to accomplish while on Day 
Parole? 


48. Should all inmates have a chance to be on Ey 
Parole? 


49, Which inmates benefit the most from Day Parole? 


Part V: Strain 


QUESTION: 50. Day Parole puts a guy in a special position of 
being half-free and half-prisoner. Does this 
put any special pressures, tensions or strains 


on you? 


51. How do you handle this? 
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APPENDIX VII 


DAY PAROLE) CERTIFICATE ' 


PS: 
FPS: 


PAROLE CFATIFICATE oR: NATIONAL PAROLE BOARD 


CONDITIONS OF PAROLE CERTIFICAT DE LIBERATION ats COMMS O NATIONALE oes 
CONDITIONNELLE ( BORAT NS 
CONDITIONS DE LA LIBERATION CONDI TIONNELLE 3 Sh CONDITION UCLLED 
5 cANAU A 
hy parole shall obid f 
Naat Sulehortes by tha. convene Tr eole andiall Parole Act — Lor sur ta tibéretion condibloanatls de détenus 
to time: &.A.C, 1970 a, 
¥e libérd Fone Manne! dolt se conformer aux conditions Je a This i® (© certify that 
i etetion et toutes les directives que peut lui donner 4 le présent certificat arraste qué 
Moceasion sun vsurvesltent: Who was serving @ Larm of Imprisonment tn 
and shall abide by thin special condit Qui purpvait une sentence J‘emprisonnement & 
ot (I dolt se conformer 8 cette congitvon ";dclale: was pronted AY 
"T understand that if I do not return to FB Bish era coo eeasupallibarelh 
* * * role 
the Institution on time, my Day Parole conditionnelle ; 
* Fovided parole Is not suspended, revoked, fortaited of tormipited, 
may be Terminated. I also wnderstand Scondition ave cette Nbérationconditionnelta ne soit pu8 sus pendue. 


that conviction for a new offence will iAvogusenvecede de déchtence ou terminge, elle prendrgtin le 
result in a Forfetture of Day Parole" 


wane 


Bote Signature - Perolee/Libdrd Issued on —Odlivrd le 
INSTRUCTIONS 


revocation of parole. 
En conformité avec les conditions de votre /ibération, ces instructions doivent étre suivies. Tout manquement peut amener fa 


suspension et la révocation du certificat. t 

You must proceed directly to 

Vous devez vous rendre directement 4''°'°"''"* atevauatetavalleretth, tothe eo,» eels inteve stnvere pile Shays 0 (010 0 We relie wine wieeieie e © Pele sisiele eieie 
and report to your Parole Supervisor «< 


et vous rapporter 4 votre surveillant 


Ce re eri iy a peewee Seem ee eneee i i iy o- 


A 


"You must accept all inetructions given you by institutional 
authorities tne luding hours, tr, tygneportation, and activities. 
The Custodian ta to consult wyth the District Directer Lefore 
significantly altering the Parole plan approved by the 
Board" 
Ketth Wright, District 


Representative — Représentant 


Parole Supervisor — Surveillant 


EMENT — RECONNAISSANCE 

| understand that the parole certificate is the pydperty of the National Parole Board and must be delivered on demand of the 
National Parole Board or of my supervisor. | alse understand that | am still serving my term of imprisonment and that parole has 
been granted to allow me to resume my activjties as a citizen at large in the community under supervision. 


conditions (including the conditions printed overleaf), regulations and restrictions 
abide by and conform to them strictly. | also understand that if | violate them | may be 


1 fully understand and accept all th 
governing my release on parole. | wj 
recommitted. 


Je comprends que le certiffcat de libération conditionne/le appartient & fa Commission Nationale des Libérations 
Conditionnelies et doit étre/retourné sur demande de /a Commission Nationale des Libérations Conditionne/les ou de mon 
surveillant. Je comprends/aussi que je continue de purger ma sentence msis que je suis libéré conditionnellement et sous 
surveillance afin de me permettre de poursuivre dans fa société mes activités de citoyen. 


Je comprends parfajtement et j‘accepte toutes ses conditions (y compris les conditions imprimées au verso), les régles et los 
restrictions auxqyélles est ossujettie ma libsration conditionnelle, Je m'y conformerei complétement. Je comprends également 
que si je ne les /especte pas, je puis 6tre réincarcéré. 


Peroled Inmate — Libéré 


Cortiticate Doied Released on — Date libéré 


Date du certiticat 


Date 


Witness — 7émoin 
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REPORTS TO POLICE - RAPPORTS A LA POLICE 


Initiote Initiate Initiots 
Mnitioles Initlales Inithales 


CONDITIONS OF PAROLE 


1. 


io 


To remain until expiry of sentence under the authority of the 
designated Representative of the National Parole Board. 


. To proceed forthwith directly to the area as designated in the 


Instructions and, immediately upon arrival report to the Parole 
Supervisor and after to the Police as instructed by the Super- 
visor. 


. To remain in the immediate designated area and not to leave 


this area without: obtaining permisston beforehand from the 
Representative of thé National Parole: Board, through the 
Parole Supervisor. 


To endeavour to maintain steady employment and to report at 
once to the Parole Supervisor any change or termination of 
employment or any other change of circumstances such as 
accident or illness. 


To obtain approval from the Representative of the National 
Parole Board, through the Parole Supervisor before: 


(a) purchasing of motor vehicle 

(b) incurring debts by borrowing money or instalment buying; 
(c) assuming additional responsibilities, such as marrying; 

(d) owning or carrying fire-arms or other weapons. 


. To communicate forthwith with the Parole Supervisor or the 


Representative of the National Parole Board if arrested or 
Questioned by police regarding any offence. 


. To obey the law and fulfill all legal and social responsibilities. 


VISITS TO SUPLRVISOR - VISITES AY SURVEILLANT 


initiots Initiale 
Initinies initieles 


CONDITIONS DE LA LIBERATION CONDITIONNELLE 


~ 


. Demeurer jusqu’s l’expiration de la sentence sous I‘autorité du 
représentant désigné par la Commission nationale des libérations 


conditionnelles. 


Se rendre directement et immédiatement a I’endroit spécifié 
dans les instructions et dés l’arrivée se rapporter au Surveillant 
et ensuite 4 la police selon les instructions du Surveillant. 


. Demeurer dans les environs immédiats tel que désigné et ne pas 


quitter ce territoire avant d’obtenir au préalable, par l‘entremise 
du Surveillant, la permission du représentant de la Commission 
nationale des libérations conditionnelles. 


S‘efforcer de travailler réguliérement et faire part immédiate- 
ment ay ‘surveillant de tout changement ou cessation d’emploi 
ou tout eutre changement de circonstances comme un accident 
ou /a maladie. 


Obtenir au préalable I’autorisation du représentant de la 
Commission nationale des libérations conditionnelles par I’entre- 
mise du surveillant avant de: 


(a) fairc ‘achat d‘une automobile; As 

(b) contracter des dettes par emprunt d'argent ou par achat a 
tempérament; : 

(c) assumer des responsabilités additionnelles comme le mariage 


; (d)posséder ou avoir en sa possession une arme & feu ou toute 


éutre arme. 


Communiquer immédiatement avec le surveillant ou le repré- 
sentant de la Commission nationale des libérations condition- 
nelles si arrété ou interrogé par un officier de police au sujet 
dune offense quelconque. 


Obéir & la loi et s’acquitter de toutes les responsabilités 
légales et sociales. 
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APPENDIX IX 


PRESENTATION OF PHI, THE MEASURE OF ASSOCIATION 


In Chapter IV, the measure of association Phi is used to 
denote the strength of the relationship between variables. Each 
variable was dichotomized as follows: 

Age - (1) up to 25 years; (2) 25 years and older 

Racial Origin - (1) White; (2) Native 

Sentence Length - (1) up to 1 year; (2) 1 year and over 

Year of Participation - (1) 1969-72; (2) 1973-74 


Day Parole Length - (1) up to 2 months; (2) 2 months and 
over 


Use of Day Parole (Activity) - (1) Work; (2) Education 
Earnings - (1) up to $500; (2) $500 and over 
Termination - (1) success; (2) failure 
The following presentation parallels the discussion in 
Chapter IV. 
Age by Year - Phi = .12 
Eontrol ling Siar Races =" ())) "bia = Vi2Zs, (2) Phi = ,14 


Controlling for Sentence Length - (1) Phi 
(2) *PRi 


Race by Year - Phi = .004 
eGftrorting for Age “| CL) +Pry = T0234 (ZyePhi+ee3005 


Controlling for Sentence Length - (1) Phi = .0O1; 
C2) \Phi’= 


Race by Age - Phi = .08 
Contkorting for Tear = TCL) “Phi e309 * tz) Pie =" 707 


Controlling for Sentence Length - (1) Phi 
(2) Phi 
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Length of Sentence by Year - Phi = 05 


Controlling for Age - (1) Phi = .03; (2) Phi = .07 


Controlling for Race - (1) Phi = .04; (2) Phi = .10. 
Sentence Length by Age - Phi = Foy 

Controliing for Race, --.(1) Phi =n. ld; (2) Phi She 02 

Conteolligng. foth Jeera Clip, Phd =1408; (2) Phi. = .04 


Sentence Length by Race - Phi = .06 
Controlling for ges. (1) Phiy =... 086" (29) Phiy=-.002 


Eontrolding for Veaterc(l)se Pha, =. .083 2) Phi 
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Day Parole Length by Sentence Length - Phi = .21 
Controlling for Age = (1) Phi = 7193(£2)ePbie=, 223 
Conteolliog. for, Races —. Gipsy Phi. 23.21; CZ) Phiv=s 220 
Controlling foe Veat.a-LlyaPhéh=..21; €2) Phiie;.21 
Controllang for Activity — GM) Phi = 19% (2) Phi << 

Day Parole Length and Age - Phi = .19 


Controlling for Sentence Length - (1) Phi 
(2))i -Phi 


ControLlangrror Year = jePiay = .253 2) Phas. 09 

Controlling for Race = (4) Pit =] 2.17 €2) Phi =. 21 

Controlling fOr ACtTEyVItyYe= 140) oendoee ers G2). Pit 
Day Parole Length by Race - Phi = .08 


Controlling for Sentence Length - (1) Phi = .06; 
CZ0 "eR hans 


Controlling for Age = Cl) Phi Ss: 083 _6@2) pRhi == 902 
Cantnollingn fier akeanas GL) oPhi tanal2;-~C2)iPhi 25.03 
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Controlling 
Termination by 
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04 
for Year - (1) Phi = .05; (2) Phi = .02 
for Day Parole Length - (1) Phi = 03; 
CZ) oPit ks O02 
for Age - (1) Phi = .04; (2) Phi = .04 
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Termination by Sentence Length - Phi = .08 


Controlling for 


Controlling for 


Controlling for 


Controlling for 


Controlling for 
Termination by Day 
Controlling for 
Controlling for 


Controlling for 


Controlling for Year - (1) 
Controlling for Activity - 
Termination and Activity - Phi 


Controlling for Sentence Length - (1) Phi 


Controlling for Year - (1) Phi 
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Controlling for 


Contrelling? for 


Year - (1) 
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APPENDIX X 


EPILOGUE 


The Day Parole Program described in this Study has 
undergone drastic changes since the data was collected in 
1975. By the end of that year, the Alberta Correctional 
Services had developed its own Temporary Absence Program not 
unlike those in British Columbia and Ontario. Inmates on 
Employment or Education Temporary Absences can live in 
correctional facilities or in the community. No longer is 
Belmont the main Day Parole Center in the Province. Other 
institutions are now making more use of Temporary Absences 
than ever: before. By September, 1976, the Edmonton Parole 
Service had only one Day Parolee from a Provincial Institu- 
tion under its jurisdiction. The entire correctional 
institution portion of Alberta Correctional Services has been 
reorganized to where the social service and programming 
- aspects of institutional services have received unprecedented 
support from correctional administrators. Indeed, the 
changes that have taken place in Alberta corrections in the 
part three years represent a drastic department from "the 
-way things used to be". 

This Study dealt with Alberta's first Day Parole/ 
Temporary Absence Program. In many ways, the Program does 
not exist any longer. It has been replaced by a new Program. 
The time is ripe for another Study to look at Temporary 


Absence in Alberta. 
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